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Current Topics. 


An Inn for Solicitors. 

WE REPORTED |: 
Compan We would like to seize this opportunity of suggest 
ng again an idea we put forward 1n the Long Vacation Why 


ust week the annual! dinner of the Solicitors’ 


es not the Law Society. or the Solicitors’ Company, or some 
ther professional association representing solicitors consider 


the question of acquiring one of the old Inn f Chancery, 
vhich were solicitors’ and students’ Inns, as a social and pro- 
fessional centre? The beautiful little Staple Inn, with its 
pleasant Hall, delightful square, and sheltered situation, 
would be just the very ideal of a Solicitors’ Inn Of course, 
difficulties in acquisition might occur; but we do not believe 
they would be insuperable. The traditions and dignity of the 
little Inn would add to the prestige of the Law Society or the 
Solicitors’ Company We would again commend the plan to 


the careful consideration of progressive solicitors 


Payment of Juries. 

WE SEE that jurymen are beginning to agitate for propet 
payment during the performance of the fatiguing duties. One 
guinea a day is perhaps not inadequate for a special jury, but 
the common juryman is without the benefit of this reasonable 
remuneration The coroner’s jury, we believe, get each one 
shilling It may be argued, of course, that the attendance on 
a jury is part of the citizen’s plain duty, and that every patriot 
should be glad to perform it, even at serious pecuniary loss. 
gut that point of view proves convincing chiefly to those who 
either are exempt from the burden or incur no pecuniary loss 
by performing it The State ought surely to provide fair 
compensation for all who discharge a burdensome civic duty. 
To-day it is chiefly the middle classes, tradesmen, clerks, and 
professional! men, on whom the burden falls Of all classes 
they suffer most from the loss involved. For their own incomes 
have not increased in proportion to the cost of living, and 
they have no means of forcing anyone else to pay for their 
loss of time It is to be hoped that the juryman, like the 
witness and the judge, will in time be regarded as a labourer 














who is worthy of his hire 
10 
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The Old Treatment of Juries. . 
To-pay, of course, juries are treated with humanity and 
courtesy. They are provided with a reasonably comfortable 
waiting-room, and where—as in felony cases—they are not 
allowed to separate until a verdict has been found, they are 
reasonably lodged and messed Even yet, however, some 
fossil among Chairmen of Quarter Sessions fails in proper 
respect for juries. Sometimes, where a county Jury acquits in a 
case which the Chairman regards as clear, a Chairman puts the 
jury out of the box, but will not allow them to leave the court ; 
he retains them in court ‘‘ to hear how a case ought to be dealt 
with This offensive mode of imposing a childish punish- 
ment on recalcitrant juries, however, is now recognized by all 
except a few bigots as grossly undignified, unfair, and oppres- 
sive: it really amounts to an attempt to intimidate juries by 
inflicting disgrace on those who do not see eye to eye with the 
trial judge. We do not recollect any recent case in which any 
Chairman has adopted this method of pressure ; but in pre-war 
days it was by no means so uncommon, or even so generally 
condemned by professional and public opinion, as it ought to 
have been Let us trust it is now a thing of the past. 
Lord Eskgrove and the Jury. 

Tuat THE ways of a judge with a jury, however, have not 
always been pleasant in historical times will be remembered 
by all who have ever read Henry Cocksurn’s celebrated 
“Memorials CocxsurnN, who afterwards became a Lord of 
Session—?.< . Scottish High Court Judge—tells in those 
memoirs many tones oft Bench and Bar as they were in 
England, as well as in Scotland, about the beginning of 
the century In those old days no one dreamed of offering 
food and drink to a jury who did not quickly agree on a 
verdict ; they had to go hungry until a conclusion was reached. 
Moreover, juries were compelled to stand up—indeed, to stand 

at, attention,’’ in military phrase—while the judge was sum- 
ming up, much as soldiers are called to attention when orders 
are read on parade The intolerable weariness of standing 
during a prolix summing-up can be well imagined. Gradually 


nsible judges discreetly took no notice of a juryman who 
dropped into his seat with fatigue, and readily on request gave 
permission for all to rest themselves At last the practice 


hecame obsolet But the old fogies of the Bench long in- 


isted upon it; they regarded a juryman who wished to keep 
seated much as all judges would regard to-day a_ counsel 
insolent enough to address them without rising to his feet. 
Lord Eskcrove, a famous Scots judge of the type of the more 
celebrated and more notorious BraxFieLp—the JEFFREYs of 
Scotland—insisted on this régime right on into the beginning 
of the nineteenth century. In the famous trial of Macponatp 
or GLENGARRY—the prototype of Fercus MaclIvor in Scort’s 

Waverley ’’—Lord EsxGrove shewed to the full this side of 
his character. GLENGARRY was indicted for murder; he had 
killed his opponent in a duel. There was a cloud of wit- 
nesses, and the trial lasted for days. Lord Eskcrove charged 
the jury, and after the old fashion he read to them practically 
the whole evidence as he had taken it down in longhand! One 
can imagine the weariness of the flesh suffered by the unfortu- 
nate jury! At last one slipped into his seat, unable to stand 
He was called to his feet with a stately reminder 
by his lordship that ‘‘ these were not the times in which there 
should be any disrespect of this High Court, and even of the 


law.”’ It is, perhaps, not surprising that the exasperated 
jury acquitted the prisoner. 


any longer 


The Swearing of Witnesses a Century Age. 


By THE way, CocksuRN tells another story of the same trial 
which recalls, or, rather, preserves for us yet another of the 
quaint old ways. At GLencarry’s trial the lady whose 
charms caused the duel was called as a witness. 


She was a 
lady of renowned beauty. 


ow She came into Court veiled. But 
before administering the oath—in Scotland the judge, not an 
associate, himself administers the oath—Lord ESKGROvVE 
solemnly and slowly expounded her duty as follows: — 


presence of Almighty God and of this High Court. Lift up 
your veil, throw off all modesty, and look me in the face!” 
Ladies do not usually visit court in their veils nowadays, but a 
somewhat similar difficulty frequently arises with the sex in 
the witness-box. The Testament must be held in the bare 
hand while the witness is taking the oath. Most ladies wear 
gloves. It is still the practice to ask them to remove the glove 
before repeating the oath. Not infrequently we have noticed 
lady witnesses reluctant to do so, and some delay occurs. It 
is not quite clear why no one—say the usher—explains before- 
hand to the lady, so that she might remove her glove before 
entering the box. 


An Elizabethan Precedent Book. 

Ix THE December number of the Juridical Review Mr. 
Francis Watt tells the story of a find of his in one of the Inns 
of Court libraries. It has interested us so much that we pass 
it on to our readers in his own words: —‘‘ One day recently I 
was hunting along the back shelves of the library in one of the 
Inns of Court. I happened to light upon a bulky quarto 
volume which excited my curiosity. Pulling it out, I fell to 
turning over the pages. Much of it was in black-letter, and 
great part in law-Latin, not altogether easy to make out, for 
nearly every other word was curiously contracted, after the 
manner of the ancient legal scribe. I returned to it day after 
day, for I found it full of entertainment. Not merely 
interesting in itself, it threw a vivid light on the past life of 
the nation. It was a book of old-time precedents, mainly of 
the age of EL1zaBEeTH ; a good many dated from James I., but 
a fair number were temp. Henry VIII. or his short-lived son, 
whilst a few were still older. The work was complete and 
methodical. It began each section with a brief account of the 
law; then followed the appropriate forms. It was entitled 
‘Symboleography. which may be termed, The Art or 
Description, of Instruments and Presidents. Collected by 
Wiiii1am West of the Inner Temple, Esquire.’ But the 
‘ Presidents ’ were not out of the author’s head: a large body 
of them, so he states, were taken from the original records, and 
so had a sense of reality about them. Regarding WILLiam 
West himself, I collected such scanty information as was 
obtainable from the ‘ Dictionary of National Biography ’ and 
other works of like kidney. He ‘ flourished’ between 1568 
and 1594; he came from Beeston in Nottinghamshire, made a 
fortune at the Bar, and settled at Rotherham in Yorkshire. 
His book was first issued in 1590, but as it supplied a felt want 
he had immediately to begin rewriting; also numerous 
editions appeared from time to time—the one I found was 
made up of two parts, published in 1627 and 1632.” 


West’s Book of Forms. 

Kicut pown to the time of the Commonwealth, at any rate, 
if not much later, this Elizabethan Book of Precedents was 
the standard Book of Forms. But the great changes that took 
place in English Law between the Long Parliament and the 
Restoration rendered much of its learning obsolete. Forms 
applicable to the Star Chamber, the Courts of Wards and 
Services, the Court of Requests, the Forent Courts, became, of 
course, mere antiquarian matter when these Courts were ex- 
tinguished. We need not explain when and how they became 
extinguished. West was the friend of great lawyers, if dedi- 
cations be a test of personal acquaintanceship. The first. part 
of his book is dedicated to Sir W1Lt1am ANDERSON (1530-1605), 
Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. ANDERSON was 
notorious, even in those days of Cavalier loyalty, for his 
passionate support of Government measures. He stood steadily 
by Queen and State. The second part is dedicated to a far 
more famous man, the great Sir Epwarp Coxe (1552-1634). 
The dedications. as always in that age, are in Latin of the most 
fulsome destription. A book dedicated to a great Royalist and 
a great Roundhead may reasonably be regarded as the balanced 
production of a discreet and judicious lawyer. 


The Language of Old Form Books. 





os a , 
Young woman! You will now consider yourself as in the 


THE STANDARD Book of Forms is mostly in Latin, but, not 
entirely so. Latin was the language of indictments until 1731, 
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when a statute substituted English. Like all Law-Latin, it 
would scarcely have pleased Cicero or C2#sar; the Roman is 
a trifle grotesque and doggerel. ‘‘ Murpravir’’ is the 
equivalent into which ‘‘ murdered’ is translated. Medieval! 
Latin had to deal with situations never contemplated by 
the Ancient Romans, and hence had sometimes to coin new 
words not found in the plainest dictionaries; but no such 
excuse can be advanced for ‘‘ murdravit.”’ The construction 
of West’s book is easy; there are no long and complicated 
sentences. In fact, as every student knows, Law-Latin is the 
easiest of al] Latin to read and render into English. Buta 
new difficulty was created by the medieval scribes. Writing 
in manuscript before the days of printing, medizval latinists, 
lawyers as well as others, found their job so monotonous and 
tiresome that they adopted the vile practice of using contrac 
tions. There is a recognized system in these contractions 

although it is by no means very uniform. To the beginner 
in the black-letter art, however, the system is almost as un- 
intelligible as a Chinese puzzle. The novice, in fact, needs a 
key to the contractions. None exists, so he has to make his 
own. The part of West’s book which is not in Latin is mostly 
in French ; this is Law-French too. That, of course, was for 
a very long time the spoken language of the Courts. There- 
fore, reports of judicial decisions and Oditer naturally found 
their way into French, just as transcripts of statutes found 
their way into Latin. We commend this quaint old book to 
those of our readers who have time and fancy for such things. 


The Statement of Rates Act, 1919. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print on another page, 
reminds us that the Statement of Rates Act, 1919, comes into 
force on Ist January. Under the Act any owner of property, 
who under any ‘‘ Statutory Enactment’’ pays the rates in 
respect of such property instead of the oceujner, shall state on 
any demand or the receipt for rent for such property which 
includes any such rates, the amount of the rates paid or pay 
able. The amount stated is to be in accordance with the last 


‘demands received by the owner from the Rating Authorities at 


the time of making his demand or giving his receipt in respect 
of such rent. Of course, the Act will be concerned chiefly 
with the collection of rent from flats and weekly property. 
The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society (Limited) has antici 
pated the difficulties created for such landlords by the new 
Act, and have issued a number of books providing appropriate 
forms—namely, a Rent Application and Receipt Book com- 
bined, a Rent Receipt Book, and a Rent Book for Cottage 
Property. The two former contain each about 100 forms with 
couvterfoil. We hope to comment at an early date on the 
provisions and requirements of the Act. 


The Exclusion of Counsel. 
In A recent issue we commented adversely on the proposed 


exclusion of counsel and solicitors from the hearing of cases | 





diction, namely non-delivery of the, document 


before Tribunals constituted under the new Industrial Courts | 


Bill. We are glad to see that at its recent meetings in 
November the Council of the Law Society took the same view 
as ourselves upon this point. The ‘Bill was considered, par 
ticularly clauses 4 (4) and 9, which contemplate the exclusion 
complained of. 
and that it be referred to the Parliamentary Committee to 
prepare a memorandum setting out the objections to the 
clauses, and that it have sent to each solicitor Member of 
Parliament. There are now many solicitors who possess a seat 
in the House of Commons. It is hoped that they will seize 
this opportunity of shewing their loyalty to the profession of 
which they are members 


‘The Law Society’s Opinions. 

IN PRE-war days the Council of the Law Society published 
from time to time in its Gazette a selection of Opinions ex- 
pressed by the Council upon questions submitted for the 
Council’s decision. The practice was discontinued in 
September, 1915. It has now been resumed, and a selection 
of the Opinions delivered is given on page 25 of the December 


It. was resolved that the clauses be opposed, | 


issue of that Gazette. The Opinions are printed in a form 
intended to make it easy for members to detach them without 
difficulty for the purpose of inserting them in their proper 
members’ own copies of the 
Needless t say, 


dis iplinary powers of suspending or striking off members now 


laces in Society's published 


pl 

Digests of Decisions and Opinions the new 
conferred directly on the Law Society, subject to an Lppeal to 
the Courts, adds to the authority of its opinions on all 
relating to professional etiquette and routine We 


matters 
hope to 
notice hereafter the opinions now published 


Lacuoe in Registration Claims 

AN INTERESTING little point of Registration Law came before 
the Irish Court of Appeal in Campbell v. P y (53° Irish 
Law Times, p. 298). The Representation of the People Act, 
1918, applies to all parts of the United Kingdom, so that 
Irish decisions are a guide in England and Scotland. A 
claimed the Local Government Franchise, but her claim 
omitted to state (1) that she was a British subject, and (2) that 
she was ove twenty-one years of age. The Deputy Registra 
tion Officer noted the — 
claims, but allowed oral testimony to supply the 


woman 


omission, which occurred in many 


missing 


evidence The matter was appealed to the county court, as a 
large number of cases would be affected. The county court 
judge ruled that no power to fill in such /a hearing 
ordinary testimony was expressed in the statute or arose by 
impli ation of law Therefore he struck out the claim The 


case was then taken to the Court of Appeal, which affirmed his 
ruling 


Jurisdiction in C.I.F. Contracts, 

AN INTERESTING decision was given by the House of Lords 
in Arel Johnson v. Taylor Brothers (Time s, llth November) 
Here the plaintiffs, merchants of Stockholm, had contracted 
with the defendants, a Leeds firm, to sell pig iron c.i.f. Man 
chester The contract, according to the Lord Chancellor, 
for the sale of good 
insurance and freight, or more shortly, c.i.f. terms.’’ The 
seller did not perform his contract; he neither shipped the 
goods nor tendered any shipping documents to the buvers 
The House of Lords held that Axel Johnson had committed 
two breaches of contract. The first consisted in not shipping 
the goods, the second in not tendering the document The 
first of these could only be performed physically outside the 
jurisdiction, namely at Stockholm; the second was to be pe 
formed within the jurisdiction, namely at the English end of 
the voyage ed outside the 
jurisdiction, namely the shipping of the goods, 1s of such a 
character that its breach destroys completely the 
Hence the breach within the jun 


was a common form contract upon cost, 


The obligation to he pertorn 
whole 
stratum of the contract 
only au 
Therefore } reach ol 


this latter cannot be relied on to give the Court risiicti 


ancillary and consequential obligation, 


the case must be regarded as one of a contract which is to b 
performed whol/y outside the jurisdiction. The result is that 
the second breach within the jurisdiction ¢ 
as a ground for obtaining leave under Order XI 


serve the defendant with a writ out of the jurisdiction. The 


tnnot be relied on 
Rule (e), to 


contract is not one which according to the terms thereof 
ought to be performed within the jurisdiction.” 
Performance Within the Jurisdiction 

A LEGAL contemporary criticises ably this decision of the 


House of Lords, which overruled the first instance judge and 


the Court of Appeal As our contemporary points out, the 


reasoning set out in our last paragraph fails to draw any 
| distinction between acts which constitute performance by a 
contracting party of his contractual obligation ar ts whi hy 
he must necessarily execute in order that he may be in a 


————————eeE——eEeEE 





position to perform that contractual obligation The essence 
of ac.i.f. contract is a sale of goods. The seller, 
a contract. is bound to deliver the agreed good 
c.i.f. contract he delivers the goods, not as the House of Lords 
seems to suppose, by putting the goods on board ship, but by 


under such 
Under a 
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giving to the purchaser documents of title which are 
equivalent to the possession of the goods, namely a bill of 
lading and a marine insurance policy covering the agreed 
The buyer can then sell the goods by disposing 
of the documents of title. In fact, it is the bill of lading 
he wants, not the goods. He breaks his contract, not by 
failure to ship the goods, but by failure to tender the docu. 
ments, for surely he could purchase documents relating to 
se and such a first delivery 


transaction. 


goods already shipped by someone e 
by tendering them—supposing they covered the specified 


goods. In other words, the essence of the obligation is to 


tender the shipping documents, and the shipping of the goods 


is only ancillary. So our contemporary reasons, and the 


reasoning strikes us as very powerful 


Essence and Accident. 
In any case, however, whether the delivery of the goods or 
the tendering of the shipping documents is the essence ol the 


contract, each of those two is some part of the contractual 


obligation. Therefore something has to be performed within 
the jurisdiction, whether in the old scholastic language of the 
medizval logicians that something be the essence or only an 
accident of the contract Lord LinpLey, in Hein v. Stein 
(1892, 61 L. J. Q. B., p. 404) held that it is sufficient if some 
part of the contract is to be performed within the jurisdiction ; 
in such cases there is jurisdiction in our courts to try the case. 
Of course, “‘ must mean ‘‘ some real part ’’; but 
surely the part here is real enough The decision of the 


House of Lords seems rather unfortunate. 


some pal t 


An Imperial Schoo! of Law. 
Tae Times publishes in its Educational Supplement for 
llth December an interesting letter by a learned correspon- 
dent advocating the speedy establishment of an Imperial 
School of Law. In 1846 a Select Committee of the House of 
Commons put forward the proposal that the Inns of Court 
should form an aggregate of colleges, in a word a Law 
University. That is sixty-five years ago. A similar recom- 
mendation was made in 1855 by a Royal Commission on 
Legal Education That is fifty-five years ago. In 1862 Lord 
CoLiieR induced the Benchers of Lincoln’s Inn to pass a 
resolution in favour of the constitution of a Law University on 
In 1870 an association 
was formed, called the Legal Education Association, to estab 
lish a General School of Law. The school was to be main- 
tained out of the revenue of the Inns of Court and Chancery. 
Patmer (afterwards Lord SELBORNE), 


those lines; but nothing came of this 


In 1872 Sir RounpDeE.i 
the then President of this Association, moved in the House of 
Commons ‘‘ that a General School of Law should be estab 
lished by public authority in the Metropolis for the instruc 
tion of students intending to practise in any branch of the 
legal profession, and of all other subjects of Her Majesty who 
might desire to resort thereto.’’ In 1875 Lord SEe.LBorn: 
went a step further and introduced in the House of Lords a 
Bill to carry out this object. In 1893-4 the Gresham Com- 
mittee made several recommendations. Yet nothing whatever 


has been done in the matter. 


Profiteeriny Act. 


A.rHoven the Profiteering Act has not been long in force, a 
number of decisions under it have gradually been given by 
authoritative courts. Three of these are of such special im- 
portance and interest that we may note them here. The first 
of these cases, 2. v. Manchester Profiteering Committee (1919, 
W. N. 322), relates to the problem when sales in a railway 
restaurant buffet are sales within the meaning of the statute. 
The second case, perhaps the most important, 2. v. Wood 
Green Profiteering Committee (36 T. L. R. 47), relates to pre- 
scriptions dispensed by a chemist. The third case, 2. v. Bir- 
mingham Profiteering Committee (1919, W. N. 321), referred 
to sales in a café. In each of these cases a wide view 


general line of interpretation expressed in the columns of this 
Journal more or less expressed the view finally taken by the 
King’s Bench Division. 

In Rk. v. Manchester Profiteering Committee, Ex parte The 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co. (supra), a party of four 
went to the first-class refreshment and grill room of the Vic- 
toria Station, Manchester. They gave an order to a waiter, 
and thereupon a meal was specially prepared and cooked for 
No part of the food supplied except the bread and 
The charge was 12s. ld., 
vegetables, 2s.; sweets, 


them. 
French pastries was already cooked. 
made up as follows:—Grill, 6s. ; 
Is. 9d.; cheese, 4d.; tea, 2s. It was contended on behalf 
of the railway company that the price paid for the meal did 
not come within the Act. But the King’s Bench held that it 
was not to be regarded as a case of the sale of a meal, but 
rather the sale of the articles comprising the meal. Some of 
the articles mentioned in the bill—viz., cakes—were expressly 
mentioned in the schedule to the Order; others came within 
the schedule, as ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared food.’’ It made 
no difference whether a person went into a shop or restaurant, 
and, not finding the food cooked, purchased it, or whether 
he went into a shop or restaurant, and, not finding the food 
ready cooked or not cooked in the way he liked, gave an order 
to have it cooked. The words ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared 
food ’’ were very wide. As the greater part of the bill was 
for articles which came within the schedule to the Order, the 
Profiteering Committee had jurisdiction to deal with the case, 
and accordingly the Court held that the writ of prohibition 
ought to be refused. 

In R. v. Wood Green Profiteering Committee, Ex 
parte Boots Cash Chemists (Limited) (36 — Se: ae 47), an 
application was made for a writ of prohibition directed to 
the Wood Green Profiteering Committee to prohibit them from 
proceeding to investigate a complaint which had been made 
to them in respect of the price charged by a chemist for dis 
pensing a prescription for a customer, the question being 
whether such dispensing constituted the ‘‘ sale ’’ of an article 
within the meaning of the Act. Sub-section (7) of section | 
provides that the Act is to apply to any article, or any class 
of articles, to which it is made applicable by Order of the 
Board of Trade, and an Order has been made by the Board, 
dated 14th October, 1919, applying the Act to drugs and 
medicinal preparations as specified in the schedule to the 
Order. The applicant for the writ of prohibition contended 
that the Profiteering Committee had no jurisdiction to investi- 
vate the complaint on the ground that the making up of the 
prescription amounted to services rendered and could not be 
regarded merely as a “‘ sale ’’ of an article. But the King’s 
Bench rejected this contention. Lord Reapine, C.J., pointed 
out that if the argument on behalf of the applicant for the 
writ was to prevail, the result would be that the Act would 
be of no value whatever, as it could only apply to very few 
articles, as the price of most articles sold included something 
for services rendered. It was not correct to take into account, 
for the purposes of the case, the relative value of the skill and 
labour employed as compared with that of the materials used. 
That was not the test as to whether there was a sale of an 
article or not, as laid down in the judgment of BLacksurn, Jes 
in Lee v. Griffin (1 B. & S. 278). There was nothing in the 
statutes relied on for the applicant to shew that when the 
medicine was made up and given to the purchaser it was not 4 


In Be rry We Hende rson (L. R. 5 q. B. 296) 


sale of an article. 
‘ the 


the meaning attributed to the word ‘‘ dispensing *’ was ° 
making up something that is prescribed, and selling it with 
directions how it is to be used.’’ That shewed that there 
was a sale of the thing dispensed. The Lord Chief Justice 
was unable to distinguish the case put in argument of order- 
ing a pair of boots, where some skill and labour was involved 
in making them, from the case before him. The fact that skill 
was used in the making up of an article did not prevent the 
transaction from being a sale. The Court, therefore, held 
that the Profiteering Committee had jurisdiction to investigate 
the complaint, and accordingly they refused the application 


for the writ of prohibition. 





of the scope of the Act was taken by the Court; in fact, the 
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We can discuss more briefly the third case, 2. v. Birming- , 


ham Profiteering Committee (supra). Here two gentlemen 


visited a café belonging to a cinema compa) Thev boucht 
coffee and chocolate biscuits The coffee wa charged 3id 
the biscuits 3d. each The Court held t} uch articles could 
be the subject of a charge under the Act: in the case of cho 


late biscuits, too, they held that the article was within the 


terms of the appropriate heading of the Board of Trad: 


scl edule. But in the case ot ig ud coffee t ey could not ho 
that the word coffee in the schedule covered liquid 
coffee ’’; it referred to the solid article In the case of the 


coffee, therefore, they granted the writ of prohibition craved 
It is interesting to note that in all these three cases the 
matter came before the Divisional Court by way of proceed 
ings to restrain the Committee from hearing and determining 
the charges. The prerogative writs, of course, are very 
valuable as a means of restraining violations of law by inferior 
tiibunals. Whether the aggrieved parties need have taken out 
a writ of prohibition, however, instead of awaiting a decision 
and then using certiorari to quash it, seems rather doubtful 


A Ministry of Justice. 


((OMMUNICATED. ) 


Mr. Samvuet Garrett's presidential address to the Law 
Society on this subject aroused considerable interest both 
inside | outside both branches of the leg profession For 
obv is reasons it seemed t ome criti like Lord Parmoo 
to savour of an increase in bureaucracy, though cit 
iré nveterate enemule to bureauc! y Being as mi 


under the official thumb a any taxi-driver, having ex 
perienced unfortunate experiments like that of the Land 
Transfer Act, and being by professional routine the watcl 
adc of private property, olcitor are not noted for iny 
collectivist enthusiasm, and if any con derable body of them 
approve of Mr. Garrett’s scheme it looks as if the schen 


we badlw needed 


legal edu ation nd the necessity for a national hool of law, 
for both solicitors and barristers, t e subsidized out of the 
heavy taxation of solicito1 This would lead up to a better 
unification of the profession than now evist 
It is doubtful if the present division of the profession wi 

last to the end of t! century The labours of a barrister 
and solicitor must nece I ly be divided, but there is no 
reason why they should not be partners in the same firm, | 
they are across the Atlanti The | nan never quite see 
why his solicitor should not understand the law, but should 
be able ti helve a re on to an irre px nsibl 





counsel, who cannot be consulted during the preliminaries of 


litigation « pt at considerable expense The trans-Atlanti 
arrangement obviou keeps both partnet n touch with the 
case, and ives time, trouble, and money The present 

stem too often leads an unconsciention olicitor to refrait 
from settling a dispute himself, and to re on counsel either 
winning the case or telling the client that he must con 
promise at all costs, after briefs have been delivered and 
heavy counse I Incurred The ystem 1 based on the 
assumption that a liecitor exists to do only the work fo 
which he is paid nd, as it has often been observed, the on! 
items of h b which alw | inchallenged are those 
relating to what | office-boy doe It is a based on tl 
a sumption that a solicitor nece rily much worse educated 
than a bar ter, whic! t invariablv true in the 
when a solicitor h ofter een at the same school and I 
sity as the barrister lhe tains. Tl ystem will certain! 
have to be reformed, a1 the sooner if done the better 
chance there will be to preserve unin} | the fine tradition 
and idarity ol the bar 

But the main part of Mr. Garrett's heli concerned 


the appointment of a Minister of Justice, which was suggested 


in the Law Mugazine in 1856 
enthusiasm for 


That epoch scarcely suggests 
Officials, nor was Lord 


unnecessary 








BroucuamM, who commended the proposal 
ous for bureaucr: 


Mr. GARRETT’S sugg 


conspicuously 


restion is that this Minister would be 
of legal affairs.’”’ He ‘‘ would be 


bu ¢ nanag I 
I id functions, but charged with the duty 
eo that they were properly fulfilled, and provided with 
" f fitted for their ne He would relieve the 
1 Chancellor, the Lord Cliet Justice, the President of 
Probate D ind the Master of the Rolls of ‘‘ irk- 
ti nve | their administrative patronage,’’ and 
hicia duties wl ) are done under con 
! ad t O* | iv’, extravagance and 
f rhe t would be neentrated in the 
i 9 Mi t¢ with eat n the House of 
i re ‘ le te Pal tment T he ordination 
ull t k a e hands of one Minister would save a 
mou f money from the start; and it 1s to 
" that he i have been a practisil lawver of 
I ‘ rience in the ubject-matter with which he 
to dea 
Mr. Ga rr lays stress on the aspect of heme which 
ealed to Lord BrovcHam in 1856 Lord 
M wrote ird to it There w t all times 
i rtment el ex th the duty of w ! how our 
rh n €a mart ila ind propoundl means for 
e pre | n the system and quickening the 
of it ealt) part There unfort tely in this 
! ch department F neal one hundred years 
L, Ss ety | ne adn | work of t} nd, which 
ntly quite unknown to the Fabian experts who write 
t t t ou ‘ iwyel But the members of such a 
! ry bu n, and the et lor nob enjoy the 
ré tL ¢ { thre ! ib t 
ef cannot ndeed, be carr out without the 
entr pert bod They re ¢ necessity 
t the I inde! tand, nd th very 
n it ot ¢ t 1} rt from an t ma ot 






remem be " entiemal \ ) thought 

refo1 n the n ! r vs, twice 
enabling 
f t ned torty- 


he thor nt w iid irrest the decline 


re senile 
east } t notice bei taken of 


Tl rave member of the House 


{ mmo! is much teo b wit ! own iree! to dis 


Disciplinary Committee 
ypt when misdirected by an amateur 


“ally tar “il probiel evel f he were 
raspil t These « litions may 
yvuntrie But in other countrie there 
nd the apparent cons ence 1s that 
Frat or Germany) not a medley 
brut worthy of a modern civilized 
heir lecal procedure cheap and 
r code A de cannot do 

t ! toren | { int the strait 
nition The i i. struggle 
1 the 7 4 The yyer wants to 
implify 
could be 
I of Justice lor ¢ imple, to 


Partnership 


mmariz il d hye | de wri , ilt tude of 


rt represent i il ittempt to 

the ibiect-matter ‘ mplicated ; 
remarked, it ha not hieved the 
rts do succeed 
nartial or the Law 
Courts-martial 
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In any case, the principle could be advan- 
Justice. 


judge advocate 
tageously extended by any Minister ol 

There are many other problems he could tackle, as, for 
instance, numerous pre blem f international law turning on 
the conflicts between the Continental test of nationality and 
the British test of domicile, which lead to the tangles of the 
Again, there is the problem of assimilating the laws 


which regulate real and personal property and the whole 


renvor. 
question. of publicity in legal procedure 

Above all, there is the burning question of justice to the 
poor. It is astonishing that a poor man should not be able 
to obtain justice at least as ea he can obtain medical 
or surgical treatment. He may have counsel! allotted to him 
on a criminal charge, but in civil 1 rs he ought to be much 
better looked after; and the so-called {facilities for divorce are 
a mockery of what they ar ippos to be, owing to the 
expense of bringing witn don from the country 
These are al! matters which ter of Justice could very 
well tackle, and if he did he could be asked in the House 
of Commons why he had neglected his duty No Lord Chan- 
cellor 1s brought to book on these u ions owlng to the com- 
plicated machiner hi 

There is no doul all ns are much 
by amateur criti i ‘ yuugh clear thinking is con- 
spicuously absent out » leg irc] in Great Britain, a 
Ministry of Just would respond to, and be in touch with, 
much criticism which d \ n from lawyers, and 
gets very little from yo! The ir is highly conservative 
by temperament, onspicuou “in the House 
of Commons for any zeal i ( egal reform Their 
energies are usual! 
the satisfaction of the 
cipal ambition is t titi ; lawyet On 
the other hand, 1] Oo mu burdened by pro- 


fessional work, and their opini car littl eht, though 


improved 


measures for 
whose prin- 


they know better th ( vhere the s] pinche 

The net result i ‘ Wl t between lawyers and the 
rest of the commui , whe ound to end disaster if 
it is allowed to widen. A Mir y of Justice could and 
would do much to harmony which is 
essential to public w i! all intries the governing 
classes are to-d on their ti hers in trenches have 
naturally meditated on the : ( é 1 the interv 
of being shelled, and in Ex 
led to the abolition of law and | ye! vel politicians. 


ditatior 


Politicians who draw large sun public n v for service 
rendered will now be expect lt that those services are 
worth paying for; and if the rulers of a community cannot 
even achieve justi for it itizen whether rich - r poor, 
they will have to make w: 
sense of public duty. 


for other men with a higher 


ce. 


Statement of Rates Act, 1910. 

iTo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jouvrnal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I have not observed in your columns any comment on the 
Statement of Rates Act, 1919, which comes into force on lst January 
next. In view of the novelty and importance of the Act, especially 
to those members of the profess on who are called upon to look 
after the management of small hous property, it seems to be an 
enactment which requires careful attenti ‘ 

It would appear to affect only those properties to which the Poor 
Rate Assessment and Collection Act. 1869. ipplies, that is, pro- 
perties the rateable value of which does not exceed £20 in the 
metropol s or £28 in the country (other than Liverpool, Manchester 
or Birmingham). But there may be questions on thé construction 
of Section 1 (1) as the expresson “ paid or payable under any 
statutory enactment by the owner instead of the occup‘er ” involves 
reference to statutory enactments and case law, and possibly raises 
questions as to whether other properties are affected : 

Have any of your readers considered the scope and effect of the 
Act? 

Dec. 12. 

[See ‘‘ Current Topics.""—Eb. S.J. } 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE RAILWAY OO. v. EDGE. ith, 19th 
November ; 8th December. 


RAIL WAY—INEQUALITY oF CHaRGeE—Rat_ways Cravses (CONSOLIDATION) 
Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), s. 90—Practrice—Porst or Law nor 
RAIseD AT THE TRIAL. 

The appellants, a railwey company, gave notice that from a ce rtain 
date the rate for the carriage of coal to places beyond their railway 
would be increased. The Colliery Owners’ Association took proceedings 
before the Railway and Canal Commissioners on behalf of a group 
of colliery owners and traders, of which the respondent was not one, to 
test the validity of the increased rate, with the result that a com- 
promise was come as to the rate to be charged these traders. The re- 
spondent deducted from his monthly accounts the difference between 
what he would have paid under the old rate and the charge made on 
the footing of the new rate. 

In an action to recover the sums so deducted, the respondent pleaded 
section 90 of the Railways Clauses (Consolidation) Act, 1845. Rowlatt, 
J., held that the respondent was only liable to pay the amount which 
he would hare paid had he beena party to the compromise, and dis- 
missed the action as to the further auma claimed by the company. In 
the Court of Appeal the company, desired to take a new point—that 
section 90 did not apply to through rates. The Court of Appeal refused 
to allow this point to be arqued, as it was not raised in the pleadings, 
and was not put forward in argument before the trial judge, and 
dismissed the appeal 


Held, (1) that the compromis> agreement and the practice giving 
effect to it involved an infringement of section 90 of the Act of 1845; 
and (2) thet the new point which the appellants desired to raise could 
not be argued in that House. 

Appeal by the railway company from an order of the Court of Appeal 
(reported 1919, 1 K. B. 367). The action was brought by the railway 
company to recover sums which had been deducted frm their monthly 
accounts by the respondent for the carriage of coal and coke under cir- 
cumstances which sufficiently appear from the head-note. After con- 
sideration their lordships unanimously affirmed the decision of the 
courts below on the question of the enforcibility of the new rate 
by the appellants. On the question desired to be argued by the appel- 
lants, namely, whether section 90 of the Act of 1845 applied to through 
rates—t.e., to the carriage of goods where the termini of the journey 
were on otner railways—they held that the point could not be taken 
on appeal 

Lord Birkenneap, C., in delivering his opinion on this point, said 
it was in the second place contended by the appellants that section 90 of 
the Act of 1845 had no application to a case of through rates, and that 
the rates under consideration in this matter were in fact through rates 
To that the respondent replied, first, that the section did apply, and 
had been treated by this House as applying to such rates, and that in 
any case that contention was not open to the appellants, on the grounds 
that it was not put forward before the trial judge; that it was not 
raised in the pleadings, and that it was not included, or only very 
»bscurely included, in the appellants’ reasons summarising their conten 
tions before their lordships. Declining to decide as immaterial for the 
decision of this appeal whether or no section 90 applied to through rates 
he was ccntent to hold that having regard to the history of this litiga- 
tion their lordships ought not to treat the contention as one which was 
open to the appellants. It was admitted that it was not put for- 
ward in the original pleadings, and that no such argument was 
advanced before the trial judge. It was attempted to raise it in the 
Court of Appeal, but that tribunal refused to be influenced by an 
attempt so belated. He referred to Wilson and Another v. United 
Counties Bank (88 L. J. K B. 1056), where an attempt was made in 
the argument to distinguish the doctrines there laid down by his 
lordship from those which it was said ought to govern the present 
case on the ground that the issue here was a simple point of law of 
such a kind that the respondent could sustain no possible prejudice 
by the postponement of its discussion to the appellant stage. It was 
sufficient to say in reply to that contention that there were very few 
cases in which it could be confidently stated that a failure to raise a 
relevant contention at the appropriate stage would not prejudice the 
other litigant. The appellate system in this country was conducted 
in relation to certain well-known principles—issues of fact and lav 
were orally presented by counsel. On appeal it was the invariable 
practive to require that the judgments delivered in the courts below 
should be read. To acquiesce in such an attempt as the appellants 
made in this case was in effect to undertake decisions which might 


be of the highest importance without having received any assistance’ 


it all from the judges in the courts below. Decisions of this House 
had laid it down that in very exceptional cases new matters might be 
here considered (see per Lord Halsbury in Sutherland v. Thompson, 
1906, A. C. 51, and per Lord Watson in Connecticut Fire Inaurance v. 
Cavenagh, 1897, A. C., at p. 480). Examination of the authorities upon 
the subject led him to the conclusion that such attempts must be 
vigilaatly examined and seldom indulged. 

Lord Duneptn thought the respondent's objection raised a very im 
portant question, as to which there ought to be a settled rule of prac- 
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tice. . Personally he regretted that the modern forms of pleading in 
England did not afford that clear statement of the grounds of fact and 
the propositions in law on which the respective parties relied which 
was afforded by the older methods, and to-day were secured by the 
forms of pleadings in Scotland. In Scotland the question was dealt 
with by section 29 of the Court of Session Act, 1808, which enacted 
that the Court of Appeal or the judge of first instance may at any 
time amend any error or difficulty in the record (and an omitted ptea 
in law would be a defect in the record) upon such terms as to costs 
as should seem proper, and al) such amendments as may be necessary 
for the purpose of determining in the existing action or proceeding 
the real issue in controversy between the parties shall be so made 
That law was not binding on an English appeal court; but he thought 
it represented the better rule to follow. When such a question of 
discretion came before this House if the omission were a mere opinion 
to state and argue a legal proposition which required for its discussion 
no underlying apothesis of facts other than those which had been ad 
mitted or proved in the courts below, he should hold that their lord 
ships should not turn a deaf ear to such arguments even at the 
eleventh hour. If the proposition was such that a variation in the 
admitted or proved facts or any addition to them would affect the 
argument, then he thought it was too late, and that their lordshi; 
should not allow the argument to be put forward. By the default of 
the appellants the facts on which that argument was to be founded 
were not, and could not, at this stage be before the Hous In very 
exceptional cases the matter could be remitted to the trial judge, or 
even their lordships might decide to take the evidence themselves 
The omission to plead the point was the fault of the appellants, and 
no indulgence should be granted them. On the merits of the point 
he reserved his opinion, if it should ever be necessary to decide it 
Lord ATKINSON read a judgment to the same effect 
Lord BuckKMASTER concurred.—CouNsE! for the appellant s 

John Simon, K.C., Macmorran, K.C., and W. EF. Vernon; for the re 
spondents, G. J. Talbot, K.C., and A. 7. Miller, K.C SoLiciTroRs 
Burchells;; Parker, Garrett, & Co., for Alex. Wilson & Cowie, Liver 


pool 
[Reported by Eessinr Reip, Barrister-ot-Law 
Court ot Appeal. 
Re A DEBTOR. No. 446 of 1918 No. l. Yist November. 
Bankruprcy—Recekivinc Orper—Rescission—Pusiic EXAMINATION 


Discretion or ReGIsTRA) 
15, 29, 108 

The Registrar in Bankruptcy has a general discretion to rescind « 
recewwving order, where h* 1s satisfied on the evidence before him that 
it ought not to have been made, and that there is money available fo 
the payment of all the debts in full, and it is not a judicial exercise 
of such discretion for him to hold that he is bound by the opposition 
of the Offictal Receiver to refuse to rescind without holding a publi 
ezaminatson of the debtor. 


INSISTENCE UPON By OrriciaL REecrIver 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 59}, ss 


Appeal by the debtor from a decision of Mr. Registrar Francke on 
an application to rescind the receiving order on the ground that al! 


j 
| 





the debts had been paid in full, refusing to proceed without holding | 


a public examination. The registrar was satisfied that enoug! 
money had been provided to pay all! the debtor's debts in full, but ti 
Official Receiver resisted the application to rescind the receiving orde1 
and pressed for a public examination, on the ground that he suspected 
that the debtor had been guilty of certain bankruptey offences, but 
he could not determine what offences (if any) had been committed 
without a public examination. The Registrar, in giving judgment, said 
that he had to exercise a judicial discretion in the matter, but held 
that having regard to the decisions in Re /zod (1898, 1 Q. B. 241) and 
Ex parte Lesite (18 Q. B. D. 619) he was compelled to order a publi: 
examination where the Official Receiver saij that he was not satisfied 
that all the debts were paid in full. and’ demanded a public examina 
tion to settle the question. The debtor appealed 

The Court allowed the appeal 

Lord Sternpace, M.R., said that he was sorry to say that the case 
must go back to the Registrar. The result of it was that the Recistra: 


im exercising his discretion, had misapprehended certain cases. He 
had referred to Re Izod and Ex parte Leslis (supra), and then said 
as to the former case “IT read this case as practically deciding that 


where the Official Receiver suggests any misconduct on the part of the 
debtor, and says a public examination ought to be held, then it ought 
to be held Fon bound by what he has said in this case 

must be a public examination. But I shall be glad to have the view of 
the Court of Appeal."’ The learned Registr-r seemed to have the ight 
that where the Official Receiver came and said, even where he had m 
grounds, that there ought to be a public examination, then he could 
not rescind the receiving order, and the examination must be held 
He (his Lordship) was quite clear that that was wr mg. The Registrar 
could say, ‘‘I will rescind the order now,” or, “I will not res ind it 
until after there has been a public or private examination.’ but th 
matter was one for him to decide. Although the opinion of tne 
Official Receiver was an element which mig':t go a long way tw in 
fluence the Registrar in exercising his discretion, still he must exercise 
it. Therefore the case must go back to him to exercise his discretion 
His Lordship added that he did not think it right to indicate what 


, and there 


| eviction by title paramount, and that the tenancy wa 


| created by the leases had been determined 





his own view of the case on the facts was. The costs of the appeal 
would be costs in the application to rescind. 
ATKIN and Youneosr, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect 
CounseL, Clayton, K.¢ nd Tindale Davis; Sir Gordon Hewart, 
A.-G., and Hansell; Cannot. Soricrrors, BE. A. Fuller; The Solicitor 
t the B i of Trade Woolfe 4&4 Woolte 


Laneronp Lewis, Barrister et-Law.)} 


Reported by H 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
WHITEHALL COURT (LIM.) v. ETTLINGER. Ear! of Reading, C.J. 
21st November. 


gy CGOovVERNMENT—EVIOC- 
LIABILITY FOR 


Lease—ReQuIsITION 
FRUSTRATION OF CONTRACT 


LANDLORD AND ‘TENANT 
rioN—TirLe PARAMOUNT 


RENT 

By leases made in 1915 for three years, two flats were demised to a 
tenant, with a covenant 6b i to poy the rent The leases also con 
4 f VM n 4 ‘ int should purchase from the landlord 


domes tures, wines and spirits, A which the 

? might require } we upon the premises at tariff prices, The 
litary authorities, in May i917, by notice requisitioned the fiats, 
requiring tmn ediate possessor nd the tenant lett the flats accordingly. 
die paid the rent up t t/ sme, but rejused to pay tt ajterwarda 


lhe miuttary authorities were 


ma and ther 


in possession when the leases expired 
we 


i dune, 1918 In an action nt 
Hleld, that the landlords we ntitled to rf ver the rent, as there 
d been 7 eviction f¢ title amount, and that there waa no de 
mination of the tena y wing to the frustration of the purpose oy 
the contract, as this d ine wu not applicable to a contract which 
led an estate or tern j demise 
Action tried without a jury by the Lord Chiet Justice Lhe plamtuls 
ere the owners of a block of bulidings in Waivehall-court iney let 
it these buildings in flats, and two ot the flats they demised to Karl 
Ettlinger r three years at the respective rents of 2200 and £4/5 pet 
ium, the lease being dated 3rd June aud 2lst September, iyid 
here was a clause in each lease that the landlords wouid supply, and 


trom them only, all lood, wines, spirits, aud all 
ant might 


the tenant purchase 
ther nsumable and domestic steres and tuel which the te 


require tor use upon the premises at the current tari price at Whitehall 
court In December, 1916, the War Uthce, acting under the Detence 
oft the Realm Regulations, served a notice upon the tenant stating that 
the War Departine required immediate possession of the flats Mer 
Ettlin objected, but on 17th May, 191/, the War Office requisitioned 
the fut miorming him that the notice must take immediate eifect 
and that any sim to mpensation must be made tw the Velen ol 
the Realm War Losses Commissio1 Ihe War Office took posse u 

May, i9¥1/, and Mr. Etthuger paid the rent up to that date, but 
siterward refused to pay it, alleging that the landlord were not 
entitied to it while the military authorities were in poss i When 
the leases ime to an end in June, 1918, the premuse wer till im the 

upation of the military authorities Phe tenant never made any 


laim before the War Losses Commission The plaintifis sued the 


executrix of Mr Ettlinger who died atter the acti mmer a 
against him, for the rent up to 25th December, 1917 The plaintuts « 
tended that there was no determination of the estate vested in the le 


by the requisition of the flats, and that, though the tenant wa per 

lly prevented from residing in the flat, the chattel interest vested in 
n was not affected A he defendant contended that 

Suspe ided, and 

the tenant discharged trom paying rent It was also contended on hi 

behalf that 


there was 


im the circumstances, the short term and the provision fo 
plaintiffs, there was a frustration of the 


"eo 


stores by the 


Karl of Reapine, C.J lhe question to be determined was whether 


the plaintitis were entitled to recover the rent reserved by the leases 
question, and under the covenant entered into by the tenant with 
the plaintitts He had come to the conclusion that there wa nothing 


in the facts and circumstances of the case which shewed that the estate 


He was not dealing with a 


ommercial contra sn agreement which did not create a term or a 

dem a otherwise tl ‘ sould be great t ein the de:endants argu 
ment The defendant mtended that there was eviction by a para 
mount title; and if that were so, the defendant would have made good 
tent But he not satished that there w an eviction at 

la W he the tenant moved by order of the military authorities, it 
did not seem that he vy evicted by title paran unt. l here i no 
‘ t ind no determination of the estatee It might very well be 
that the tenant would have returned, having remained away a | nger or 
a shorter period, or he might. as it happened, have remai ed away until 
the end of the term but he (his lordsh Pp) was not satisfied that the 
ise W brought within the principle as to eviction by title paramount 

There was notl ng in the notice by the War Office to hew that the 
milita suthorities required the premises for an indeterminabl period ; 
and this was the posit up to the end of the term in June, 1lyi8 
Lhere w s requisition of the premises for the time being, but that was 
sil; and as there was no eviction, conseque ntly the first point for the 
lefendant was not mads wd By h jing this there wa no doubt 
throw n the law as laid down in Bacon's Abridgment. and repeated 


aft vards n Gitlbert « Rent that f the inds demised he ev cted 
n tf tena r ered Ds tit ramount, the lessee is dis 
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charged from the payment of the rent from the time of such eviction.” 
The whole question was whether it could be said that there had been 
an eviction by title paramount. The nd point was the 
whole tenancy was sidering the es 
and treating the lease as one w ordinary contract 
principles vere not in dispute. But he found the same difficulty 
as Lush, J found in London and Northern Hatates Co. v Nchde singer 
(60 Soticrrors’ JovaNaL, 1916, 1 K. B. 2), said that it 
was not correct t 1Meak the tenar that ntract and 
and vested 


whether 
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defendant's contention that 
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ontract, it also created an estate by demise for a 
hold both that the plaintiffs were 
entitled to recover their rent, and judgment must be given accordingly 

but that still left the defendant to claim indemnity from 
the Defence of the Realm War Losses ( In respect ‘of the 
payment of rent CoUNSEL Holman Gregory, K.C ind G W 

Ricketts, for the plaintiffs; Gereen, for the defendant SOLICITORS 
Kenhan . Barrett Synnott a Wade Nianls ¥. if] rdhhouse d 
Hedderwick 


the contract tn case were 
be 


irpose ol 


in present 
great 
the contract was agree 
WAA 
on 


years potnt 


decision tree 


mmission 
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November, 191 
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ere she is vhere 
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mind Counsel 
written ! iirix toh brother a 
the will, in which she said [I made a will 
1 intended to pr le f i and my sister, but was 
debt to the bank 
about publishing rivate 
intention I dont 
ut the expense of the estate ild not be right in 

They say I am not fit to make a new will, so God help me 

not rest in my grave if this one exists If I burn it 
hear any more of me l snother Opy but not certified 
ken-hearted sister, Mary Taylor You are not allowed to see 
me, so it’s usel to come Evidence of the due execution of the 
and of the search for the lost yr is well as medical evidence 
that the testatrix was of unsound mind on llth March, 1918 

SHARMAN, J., pronounced for the will of 26th January, 1918, 
tained in the completed draft Costs of all parties out of est 
Counset, Bayford, K.C., and Bucknill, for the plaintiffs; Willis, for the 
defendants. Soricrrors, Field, Roscoe, A: ¢ for the plaintiffs: Bridg 
('o., for the defendants 
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The Presipent gave leave for the evidence of tdentification to the 
vitness who proved the adultery to be taken on affidavit. This having 
President pronounced a decree nisi with costs. CouNsgL, 


y. Sovrimcrrors, Vay Sheffield, & Co., for Medley, 


wen done. the 
Talhot-Ponsonh 


Scarborougl 


Syke “, 


Solicitors’ Cases. 
Selicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 


16 
16 
16 


ELLIs 
LANE 
Ray 


JAMES 
Ripiey 
ARTHUR 


SYDNEY 
EUSTACE 
WILLIAM 


December 
December 


December LONGSTAFF. 


New Orders, &c. 


Orders in Council. 


OOUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888 
1388. that m 
ver things 


Wihereas it is ena ted by the Cou y 4 es \ shal 


e lawful for His Majesty" by Order 
to time boe on 
f holding any Cow 
Court 


amongst ob 


im be mundaries of the Lustrncts 


irom time to a.ter 
und the place 
olding of aty 

at name 
District 
therefore 

Council, to 
Leourt 
dwich 


the discontinuance o 


Dratrict, and 


order 
and wy 


wha t« s ai 


lo order 


wes a Court sha 


ana 
H Majesty is ple by aml with the 
ordet aud it ebDy dered, ae fe ws ! 
of Kent held at Deal and Sandwiel 

and sha t ed Dea 
Dea 


first 
mrse 


vy 
‘ue County 
held at Sai 


shall cease 


under the name 


f Kent eld a 


Schedu's 


4 ! and Lian 
“nat = ed at Wrex 
Dentighsh t eld at 
istricta) Orde 

by revoked 
i ¥20. the County ¢ 
uth sha 


Bournemouth u 


yurt 
cease to be 


der the 


ein 

ll 
ame of e Cou Hampal d at Bout 
6. I Order ehall come into oF t lst day of 
1920, except regards paragraph he read witl 
Qounty Courts (Districts) Orde 
effect as led bv this Order 


ristchu 
nemoutt 
January 


the 


tne 
nd Bll. 


1899 


de 


whieh sha 


Ime! 


12th De 


First Column. Second Column. 


Dover 

Dover 

Dover 

Canierbury 
Canterbury 
Canterbury 
Canterbury 
‘‘anterbury 
Cante bury 
Canterbury 


Wa'dershare 

Barfreston 

Kythorne 
Elmstone 

l'reaton next Wioghan 

Stourmouth 

Wingham 

Nonington 

(;oodneston« 

Chillenden 


COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1903 


“ee lis Majesty 


Pu stha 
11 an 


s pleased, by and with tl e of His y Cm l der 
t is hereby ordered. as 
1) This 


tion 


Order may Extended 
Order in Cou 


Jurisdi 
2 vedu'e to the 


2) The ty Courts Order ir 1904, and 
the County Courta (Extended Jurisdict Order in Council, 1907, 
and the County ( Extended Jurisdict Order in Cownetl 
1908. and the ( u vy WVourte Extended Jurisdiction) Order m 
Counc 1912. are and Schedule to thie Order 


ere 


™ 
urts 


reve riked 


s substituted t 


3) The County Order Counc 1904. sha be read and 





Dec, 20, 1919 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


(Vol. 64.] 149 








have effect as amended by this Order which shall come into opera 
tion on the firet day of January, 1920 


12th December 


[Crazette 
SCHEDULE, 


Ist Colamn. 2ad Columa. 3rd Column. 


County Court 


Courts from which Actions are 
to be transferred for Trial. 


Courts in which 
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Circuits. 
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Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE POTATOES ORDER, 1919 


rarwe iy \ Defence of the 
ons and of all other powers « nabling him in that behalf, 
that, except under the authority of 
owing Regulator be observed by all 


lin exe e of the powers conterred 
Realm Regulat 
Food Controller 
the F 1 Contro . 


hereby orders 


the fol aha! 
granted | or under the authority of 
shall not use treat or permit to 
potatoes which are fit for human food except 
human food, and ghall not sell or buy or 
potatoes ¢ auct 


s ( 
pass hire 


. KE 

the Food C ntroller, a 
treated 

purposes ol 


r uy 


wen 


person or bee 


used or ware 
for th 


seed or 

nv suct xCept te purpose 
t use ware 

ug! hl le 

lreland 

own potat 

vin 


to 
his 


his own 


t apply 
wer selling 
erther ae 
1 certificate of r 
by oT 
pota i” by reta}! 
dealer tor the 


hall not 
on com 
dealer 
of the 


i certificate 


acces 
gistra " rlesale 
inder he aut rity 
holds 


unies 


time granted 





150 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Dec. 20, 1919 














Pro ided that this clause ghal! no! prevent a wholesale dealer from 
aclling direct to consumers in quantities of not less than 1 cwt 

(4) Except a grower selling his own potatoes a person sha’! not se)! 
potatoes as or for seed unless he holds a certificate of registration as a 
dealer in seed potato s 

3. A person registered as a wholesale dealer or « retai! dealer shall 
not sell any potatoes in contravention of the conditions, if any, endorsed 
on his certiicate 

4. (a) A re.ail dealer (unl t d as a hawker or costermonger) 
shal not sell potatoes by retail except at a place in respect of which 
he holds a certificate of registration as a retail dealer, but this shall not 
prevent a retail dealer from selling from his cart in the ordinary course 
of his busin ss. A retail dealer registered as a hawker or costermonger 
shall sell only from his cart, etal! or barrow and at such other place, 
if any, as may be named in hi certificate 

(4) A retail dealer who carries on his business (including the selling 
of potatoes by retal at more than one s poor pla may receive a 
separate certificate of registration in respect of each such shop or plic 

(c) A hawker or costermonger shal! be so d-scrib d in his certincate 

5. (a) App ion for a certafion of registration as a_ wholesale 
dealer in Great Britain ta to be made to the Food Controller, and in 
[reland o the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, and a certificate may be granted in such circumstances as may 
be thought fit 

6b) Any ceruficate may be revoke! at any time by the Food Con 
troller. 

6 Appl cations for a certrficate of registration as a retail dealer are 
to be made, in the « retail evler other than a hawker or coster 


monger, to the Food Committee for the area in which his pr mises are | 


situated (in cases where the retai) dealer is app!ying in respect of pre 

ore than one area, separate applications being mad¢ 
in each area in respect of the premises situated therein) and in the cas 
of a hawker or costermonger, to the Food Committee for the area in 
which he redes at the time of such application. In Ireland every 
application shall be made to the Department of Agriculture and Tech 
nical Instruction for Ireland as that Department may direct. 

7. A Food C.mmittee may 1n any case in which in their opinion 1 
is desirable so to do in the interest of the public within their area, 
with the consent of the Food Controller, grant to any person a certifi 
cate of registration as a reta.l dealer in resp ct of any premises within 
their area, or as a costerm inger or hawker, and u less they see any 
good reason to the contrary they shall without any such consent grant 
an appropriate certiicate to every app.icant who has served in the 
Force f the Crown during the present war, and the Food Controller 
or any person authorized by him, may grant a certificate of registration 
to any applicant. 

8. Every application for a certificate of registration shall be made o 
a form to be prescribed by the Food Controller, and every applican 
shall furnish upon such form a true statement of the particulars r quired 
for completing the form, which statement ehall be signed by the appli 
cant or his duly authorized agent. 

9. Every certificate of registration @ha!l be in the form prescribed by 
the Food Controller , 

] t) The Food Committee rity, with the consent of the Food 
Ovntrol er, revoke any certifioate of registration granted by them if 
they are satisfied that any of the provisions of an Order or regulation 
or direction made or given by or under the authority of the Food Con 
tro'ler relating to potatoes, or to any other article which the holler is 
entitled to sel by reason of hi. being the holder of the certificate, has 
not been observed by the holder of such certificate, or any of his ser 
om or agents, and shal! revoke such certificate if required so to do by 
the Food Controller ; 


circumetances as he shall think fit 

11. The Food Committee sha!l keep a register of the persons to whom 
and the premises in re pect of which certificates of registration have been 
granted by them under this Order 

12. In the event of the transfer of any business in connection with 
which a certificate of registration is held, or in the event of the death 
of the hoder of a certificate of registration. it shall be lawfu! for the 
traneferee or other person claiming under the hoder of such certificate, 
on making an application for a certificate of regi tration, to sell and 
deal in potatoes from the dite of such applicat'on until the decision 
thereon is intimated by the Food Contr>l'er, or the Food Committee, as 
the case may be, in the same manner and subject to the sime conditions 
as the holder of such certificate was entitled to dea’ by virtu> thereof 

13. The holder of any certificite of registraton his servants and 
agenta, . hal give to the Food Controller or Food Committee such 
information, reports and returns relating to his stocks of po’ atoes and 
dealings in potatoes as the Food Controller or Food Committee may from 
time t¢ time require ind hall produce all books, document ul 
u t<« reloting there'o for ine tior n lawfnl demand 

14. Every certificate of registration as a wholeale dealer sha'l de 


kept by the holder at his only or principy! place of business, and every | 
4 ; } } 


ortificate of registration as ar | dealer shal! be kept at the premisee 
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(b) The Food Contro'ler may ravoke« iny such certificate in euch S.R. & O. No. 1437 of 1918 
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to which the same relates, or in the case of a hawker or costermonger 
shal. be carried with him wherever he is engaged in selling potatoes, and 
every certificate sha.| be produced by the holder on lawful demand. 

15. Certificates of registration as a wholesale or retail dealer in 
potatoes granted under any Order of the Food Controller, and lawfully 
veld and in force at the date of this Order, sha] be deemed to have been 
granted under this Order. 

16. For the purpose of this Order :— 

‘Food Committee ’’ means in Great Britain a Food Control 
Committee or Joint Food Control! Committee constituted by or 
under the authority of the Food Controler; and in Ireland the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland. 

His own potatoes,’ with reiererce to a grower of potatoes, 
meang the potatces grown by such grower. 

17. Tha Orders mentioned in the Schedule hereto are hereby revoked 
as on the date when this Order comes into force, but without prejudice 
to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

18. (a) This Order may be cited as the Potatoes Order, 1919. 

(6) This Order shall come into force on the 25th day of November, 
1919 

25th November 

Schedule of Orders Revoked 
S.R. & O. No. 949, as amended \by Potatoes Order, 1917 

Nos. 998 and 1155 of 1917 and 

Nos. 445 and 639 of 1918 
S.R. & O. No. 979 of 1918 
S.R. & O. No. 63 of 1918 
S.R. & O. No. 1645 of 1918, as 

amended by Nos. 55 and 396 of 

1919 
S.R. & O. No. 211 of 1918. 
$.R. & O. No. 555, as amended by 

No. 623 of 1918. 

S.R. & O. No. 411 of 1918 ... ae 
SR. & O. No. 1460 of 1918, as 
amended by Nos. 254 and 395 of 

19}9 


Potatoe. Order, 1918. 
Potato Bags Order, 1918 
Potatoes (Consolidation) Order 


(No. 2), 1918. 


Potatoes (Protection) Order, 1918. 
Potatoes (Registration of Whole- 
sale Dealers) Order, 1918. 
Potato (Restriction) Order, 1918 
Potatoes (Scotland) Order, 1918. 


Potato Committees Order, 1918. 
Potatoes (Scottish Central ANoca 
tion Authority) Order, 1918 

Potatoes Order (No, 2), 1917. 
amended by No. 518 of 1918 
& O. No. 534 of 1918 


R. Potatoes (Base Price) Order, 1918 
S.R. & O. No. 554 of 1918 


Early Potatoes (Prices) Order, 
1918 


FISH (PRICES) ORDER 1919 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon hits by the Defence of the 
tealm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the authority of 


the Food Controlier the following Regulations shall ‘be observed by all 
persons concerned 
1.—(a) A person shall not en or after the 1st December, 1919, sell 
or offer or expose for sale or buy or offer to buy any fish at prices 
exceeding the maximum prices for the time being appiicable under 
this Order F : 
(6) Until further notice the maximum prices for the fish specified in 


| the first three Schedules shail be at the rates applicable according t 


such Schedules, and the following provisions of this Order. 

(ec) The Food Contro!ler may from time to time by notice, whether 
‘f general or local application, prescribe further or other prices for fish 
whether or not specified in the first three Schedules. 

2.—/a) On a sale (other than a sale by retail) of fish of a kind specified 
n the First Schedule the maximum prices shall be at the rate 
ypplicable according to the first or second column of such Schedule (as 
the case may be). 

b) The maximum prices in the first column shall apply on sales by 
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ucers where the fish are sold as landed, and are to be delivered 
to the purchasers at the place where they are lying at the time of sale 
4c) The maximum prices in the second column shall apply on sales ‘by 
cers or wholesale dealers : — 

(i) where the fish have been packed suitably for rail transport 
and carried at the expense of the seller or his agent to the place 
of sale (not being a place in the port of landing), and are sold for 
delivery there; or ; 

(ii) where the fish are sold for free delivery at the buyer's station 
suitably packed at the seller's expense 

id) Where the fish have been brought for sale to an inland wholesale 
market and are sold to a retail dealer on the terms that the same are 
delivered at the seller's expense, suitably packed, to the buyer's station, 
a sum may (be added to the maximum price otherwise applicable under 
this Order at a rate not exceeding 3j per centum of such maximum 
price or suc h other rate as the Food Contro!ler may from time to time 
prescribe : ; , 

Provided that such additional sum shall only be charged where the 
fish would in the ordinary course of trade be consigned to the buyer 
from the market by rail. 

(e) In all cases in which the producer or wholesale dealer delivers 
the fish packed in boxes he may, in addition to the maximum prices 
of the fish, charge in respect of the boxes a sum not exceeding the cost 
of the boxes, to be repayable on the return of the boxes. 

f) The foregoing prices are fixed on the basis that payment is to 
be net cash within seven days of completion of delivery, and monies 
then unpaid thereafter to carry interest not exceeding the rato of five 
per centum per annum, or ‘Bank Rate, whichever shall be the higher 

3. Where a sale (other than a sale by retail) is made on terms and 
conditions other than the terms and conditions mentioned in Clause 2, 
the maximum price shall, in the case of sales of tish in the port of 
landing, ‘be the price applicable according to the first column, and in 
the case of all other sales the price applicable according to the second 
column of the First Schedule, with adjustments corresponding with the 
difference in terms and conditions, swhject to any directions that may 
be given ‘by the Food Controller either generally or with reference tu 
any particular case or class of cases, or area or areas. 

4. (a) On a sale (other than a sale by retail) of fish of a kind 
specified in the Second and Third Schedules, the maximum prices shall 
be at the rate applicable according to the first column of such 
Schedules. 

(6) The provisions of sub-clauses (d), (ce) and (f) of Clause 2 shal! 
apply to any such sale in the same way as they apply on the sale of 
fish of a kind specified in the First Schedule. 

(c) The maximum price is fixed on the ibasis that the fish are delivered 
free to the buyer's station suitably packed at the seller's expense. 

(2d) Where the contract is made on terms and conditiong other than the 
above, a corresponding variation shall be made in the maximum price. 

5. Where a producer is selling any fish specified in the First Schedule 


on the terms set out in Clause 2 (c) of this Order, or a dealer who | 


has bought any fish specified in the First, Second or Third Schedules 
is selling such fish to another dealer, not being a dealer in the same 
market (hereinafter called ‘‘ the second dealer '’), who declares that he 
nes with a view to re-selling to a retail dealer or dealers, 
and if required by the seler undertakes to make the further payment 
provided ‘by this clause in case he otherwise deals with the same, 
then and in every such case the maximum price shal! be reduced 
from the rates otherwise applicable by the following amounts :— 

(a) 1s. per stone in the case of fish for which the maximum price 
(without any addition in respect of the cost of packing or delivery) 
exceeds 20s. per stone ; 

(6) 9d. per stone in the case of fish for which the maximum price 
(without any addition in respect of tihe cost of packing or delivery) 
exceeds 7s. 6d. and does not exceed 20s. per stone ; 

(c) 4d. per stone in the case of fish for which the maximum price 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY, 





' 
| ‘ AC rig nore . 
Age not less . For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
than . 
Females. Males, 





60 £2 10 6 £9 910 
65 9 18 6 ll 210 


70 | 11 19 10 | 13 8 6 


Financial Tymes. 











** A strong, well-managed concern.” 


‘One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.”—IJnsurance News. 


‘One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.’"— 
Impressions. 


* Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughont its career.”"—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
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owing provisions shall have effect for the purposes of this 





(i) Where the maximum price is for the tume being prescribed for 
. cut, such price shall apply only to a portion of the fish not ex 
ceeding one half of the who-e fi-h and not including any part of the 
head 

ti) Where a maximum price is for the time being presersbed for 
1 headed fish to the sale of a headed 
und gutted fish 


Where a maximum price is { 


euch price shall apply o1 


w the time being prescrabed for 
whole fish, such price shall apply to all sales of such fish except 
sales in re-pect of which a different maximum price ie provided, 
being pre 
such fist 


iv) Where omy one Maximum price 1s for the time 


scribed for any fish, such price sha.l apply to all sal 
whether whole or cut, Headed or not, gutted or ungutted 
v) In calculating the price on a sale of any fish or a portion of 
any fish any broken halipenny sha'l count as a halfpenny. 
(vi) A person may 6 fi-h otherwige than by weight 
th s not exceeded, and pr vided that he 


ait ne madiinut pri . 
if so required by the buyer 


provided 


weighs such fish 





(without any addition in respect of the cost of packing or delivery) | 
is 7s. 6d. or less per stone ; 
but if the second dealer having made such declaration deals with any 
such fish otherwise than by re-sale to a retail dealer or dealers, he sha! 
within 14 days so inform the first dealer in writing, and shall pay to 
him a further sum equal to the amount of such reduction. 

6. (a2) On a sale by retail of any fish specified in the first three | 
Schedules to this Order the maximum price shall be at the rate mentioned 
in the third column of the First Schedule and the second column of the 
Second and Third Schedules. 

(6) Where any fish is delivered at the request of the buyer otherwise 
than at the seller's premises an additional charge may be made in 
respect of such delivery not exceeding a sum at the rate of $d. per bb. | 
or any larger sum properly and actually valid ‘by the seller for carriage. 
No charge may be made for cleaning or dressing fish, packing, packages 
or for “giving credit. 

7. A Food Committee may from time to time by resolution vary the | 
Maximum price applicable on a sae of fish by retail within their area 
o any part of their area; but— 

(2) Every such resolution shall be reported to the Food Controller 
within five days and, in the case of a resolution increasing the maxi 
mum price, shall not take effect. until the same has been sanctioned | 
by the Food Controller; and , 

(6) Every resolution by a Food Committee under this clauee shall 
be subject at any time to review by the Food Controller and shall 
be withdrawn or varied as he may direct. 


2) 1) Where a person makes a declar#ttion in writing to a produce? 
any fis! 


In the possesion of such producer or dealer fou purposes of bart, such 


of or a wholesale dealer in fish that he is desirous of buying 


person sha! be entitled to have de ivery of the fis) mi ta dering pay 
ment in cash of the maximum price therefor for the time belig in loree 
und such producer or wholesale dealer shall make delivery to suct 
person notwithsta 


ling that he may have agreed to dispose 


of such fieh to any other person For the purposes of th clause 
the maximum price sha » the price mentioned in the first sumn of 
the First Schedule if the re lyung in the port of la ding, ‘but ima 
ather cases the price mentio the second column of such Schedule 
by Where the persou to whom payment ie made is not by viriue of 
is ownership of the fish or otherwise entitled to retain for isa own ue 
the money paid, he shall forthwith account for the same to the person 

lawfully entitled there 
Nothing in the foregoing part of this clause ehall apply to fish 
poaseeslon of or have 


V made, are in the 
be« n agreed to be aold r de vered toa person who nae mad 4 dex arm 


shich, when the declaration 
tuon in wrt , J e intends to use the same for the purposes »f 
bait 
(d) A person making a declaration under thes clause ehall be entit ed 
to priority over a person making a declaration under the Pilchards Order 
1918 
¢) A person shall not make or knowingly connive at the making of 
false fish te which 
purpose mentioned in such 


i tatement wv such gieciaration or use any 


mn pp ies except for the 
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10. (a) Every person selling fish by retail shall keep posted in a con 
spicuocus position, so as to be easily readab'e by all customers throughout 


the whole time during which fish are being sold or exposed for sale, a | 
| behalf, 


notice showing in plain words and figures the maximum price for such 
fish for the tame being in force under this Order, and also the actual 
price at which such fish are at the time being sold ‘by him. 

(6) This clause shall not apply to a fisherman selling his own fish to 
consumers otherwise than from a shop, cart or barrow. 

11. The Food Controller or a person authorized by him may cancel 
or modify in such manner as he thinks fit any contract subsisting at the 
date of this Order for the sale of fish at a price exceeding the maximum 
price applicable under this Order. 

12. A person shall not, in connection with the sale or proposed sale 
or disposition of fish, enter or offer to enter into any artificial or 
fictitious transaction or make or demand any unreasonable charge 

13. For the purposes of this Order [ 


The expression ‘‘ producer’’ means the owner of fish on the 
occasion of its first sale. 
[The expression ‘‘'buyer’s station’’ in relation to any sale of 


fish means the railway station to which, in the ordinary course of 
business, sach fish would be consigned by the seller to the ‘buyer. 
The expression “ Food Committee ’’ means in Great Britain a 
Food Control Committee or a Joint Food Control Committee con 
stituted under any Order of the Food Controller, and in Ireland 
the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Lreland 


The expression ‘‘ inland wholesale market includes the markets 
of London, Liverpool and Glasgow, and any other market from 
time to time prescribed as such by the Food Controller either 


generally or in respect of any particular kind or kinds of fish. 

14, This Order shall not apply to sales of cooked fish by a person in 
the ordinary course of his trade (except as provided in the Second 
Schedule), or to the fish and fish products mentioned in the Fourth 
Schedule hereto 

15. The Fish (Prices), No. 3 Order, 1918, is hereby revoked as on 
the lst December, 1919, but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contravention thereof. 

16. Infringements of this Order ar 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

17. (a) This Order shall come into 

(6) This Order may be cited as the Fis! 


25th November. 


summary offences against the 


force on the lst December, 1919 
Prices Order, 1919. 


{Here follou j P| hedules.} 


THE DEALINGS IN SUGAR (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1919 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of ail other powers enabling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the authority 
the Food Controller, the following Regulations shall be observed by al 
persons concerned ‘ 

1. Except under the authority 
Supply, a person sha'l not on ‘or after th 


o 


of the Royal Commission on the Sugar 
8th December, 1919, either 
on his own behalf or on behalf of any other person : 
(a) buy, sell, or deal in; or 
6) offer or invite an offer or propose to buy, sell or deal in; or 
(c) enter into negotiations for the sale or purchase of or other 
dealing in 
any sugar outside the United Kingdom whether or not the sale. pur 
chase or dealing is or is to ‘be effected in the United Kingdom. 
2. This Order shall not Be o e 


sugar 
3 


nstrued as pr rhibiting the insurance of 


Infringementa of this Order ar: offences the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

4. This Order may be cited as the Dealings in Sugar (Restriction 
Order, 1919 


27th November 


summary against 


THE HIDES (RESTRICTION ON SHIPMENT) ORDER. 1919 


In exerci.. of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the 
authority of the Food Controller the following regulations shall apply 
to all persons concerned : : 

1. (a) Except under and in accordance with the terms of a licence 
granted by or under the authority of the Food Controller, a person 
shall not until further notice send, take, ship or consign any hide from 
any part of Great Britain to any destination in Ireland or the Isle of 
Man 

(6) Every application for a licence under this Order shall be made 
to the Secretary, Ministry of Food (Meat Section), Palace Chambers, 
Westminster, S.W ; 

2. For the purposes of this Order, “‘ hide ”’ shall mean a 
ing 35 lbs. or over in the green state, derived from an ox 
bull or other bovine animal 

3. Infringements of this Order are 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

4. (2) This Order shall come into force on the 8th December, 1919 

(6) This Order may be cited as the Hides (Restriction on Shipment) 
Order, 1919. 

28th November 


kin weigh 
heifer, cow, 


summary offences against the 





THE SPIRITS (RESTRICTION ON SALES) ORDER 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
tealm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that 
the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the 
suthority of the Food Controller the following regulations shall be 
observed by all persons concerned 

1. (2) No whiskey, rum or gin shall be sold by auction except at 
an auction sale authorized to be held by the Fcod Controller. 

(b) For the purposes of this Orde-> the expression ‘ whiskey ” 
includes foreign unenumerated unsweetened spirits. 

2. The Whiskey (Restriction on Sales) Order, 1918, and the Rum 
and Gin (Restriction on Sales) Order, 1918, are hereby revoked, but 
without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
thereof. 

3. Infringements of this Order are 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 

4. This Order may be cited as The Spirit: (Restriction on Sales) 
Order, 1919, and shal’ come into force on the 4th December, 1919. 

28th November 


summary offences against the 








Societies. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the Solicitors’ Association 
was held at the Law Society’s ‘Hall on Thursday, the 11th anst., Mr. A. 


Jenevolent 


Copson Peake (Leeds, Chairman of the Board) presiding. _ Among 
those present were Mr, W. C. Blandy (Reading), Mr. C. E. Barry 
Bristol), Mr. E. R. Cook, Mr. T. S. Curtis, Mr. T. Dixon (Chelms 


ford), Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. J. R. B. Gregory, Mr. W. 8. 
Gillett, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. L. W. North Hickley, Mr. E. F. 
Knapp Fisher, Mr. C.-F. Leighton, Mr. Charles G. May, Mr. R. C. 
Nesbitt, Mr. R. W. Poole, Mr. J. F. Rowlatt, Mr. H. J. Speechiley, 
Sir Richard S. Taylor, and Mr. Maurice A. Tweedie. 

The annual report stated that legacies had received - is 
follows during the year :—Edward Wright (further on account), £950; 
F. W. Yeates, £100; Henry Taylor, £100; Charles Ford, £45; and 
that Mr. W. J Humfrys, ot Hereford, had transferred to the associa 
tion £1,000 Three per Cent. stock, in order that the annuities bearing 
his name might be each increased from £15 to £30 per annum. ‘The 
total relief granted during the year amounted to £7,678 16s. This 
umount was made up as follows :—212 grants from the General Funds, 
imounting to £5,920 16s. Of this £2,250 16s. was given to members 
and families of members, and £3,670 to non-members and families of 
non-members. £88 to the three recipients of the ‘*‘ Hollams Annui- 
ties ’’; £30 to the recipient of the “ Victoria Jubilee Annuity (1887) ’"; 
£39 to the recipient of the ‘‘ Henry Morten Cotton Annuity ”’; £30 
to the recipient of the ‘ Christopher Annuity ’’; £45 to the two re 
ipients of the ‘‘ Humfrys Annuities £40 to the recipient of the 
‘* Beale Annuity ’’; and £25 to the recipient of the ‘‘ Edward Wright 
\nnuity.”’ £240 was paid to pensioners from the “‘ Victoria Pension 
Fund "’; £208 to annuitants under the ‘‘ Kinderley Trust’; four 


been 





| grants, amounting to £178, were made from the Special Relief Fund 


‘“Kinderley Trust’’; £175 to annuitants from 
the late Miss Ellen Reardon’s bequest; £300 to three recipients of the 
‘Wilton Fund Annuities ’’; and £360 to six recipients of ‘‘ Andrew 
Fund Annuities.’’ The total amount given to members’ cases being 
£3,322 16s., and to non-members £4,356. Owing to the increased cost 
of living larger grants than those made in the past were a necessity 
if the recipients were to get their former benefits. 

The CHAIRMAN moved the adoption of the report. He observed 
that the association had decreased by thirteen members during the 
year; but he did not look upon that as a very bad omen as we were but 
just recovered from the trouble of the war, and he hoped that during 
the present year an effort would be made to increase the subscribers. 
He could promise that, so far as Yorkshire was concerned, it should 
not be forgotten The board had to deplore the loss of Mr. Waflter 
Dowson by death He had been their chairman, and a very good 
and strong member of the board. The association had also lost yet 
more members during the war, and this fact only strengthened what 
he had always felt, that the profession was as patriotic as any other 
profession in the land After speaking of the bequests which had 
been received, he referred with pleasure to the fact that Mr. Humfrys, 
an old friend of the association, had carried out the intention ex 
pressed by him at the annual meeting, and had given them another 
£1,000 to enable the two annuities which stood in his name to be 
increased from £15 each to £30. The amount spent in relief granted 
during the year had been greater than ever before in the annals of the 
association. The subscriptions, donations and receipts had been less 
than those of 1918 by £728, chiefly from the fact that only £231 was 
received from new life members, against £397 19s. in the previous 
year Only £109 4s. was received in annual subscriptions, against 
£161 13s., and the donations were only £406 14s. as against £1,032 
in the previous year. That must be put down to the fact that no 
special appeal had been made, in consequence of the special appeal 
which was being made by Mr. Pinsent, the President of the Law 
Society, on behalf of the Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund. The t- 
creased cost of living had become even greater, and the directors felt 
that, if possible, they must increase the grante made to applicants. 
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He thought the board would be meeting the wish of the subscribers | 


in so doing. 

Mr. L. Nortu Hicxrey seconded the motion, and it was agreed to 

Mr. Hickey, responding to a vote of thanks as the late chairman of 
the board, said that the grants hitherto made had been found al 
insufficient, and during the past year they had been considerably im 
creased. He should like to see them increased still further, and he 
hoped that an increase of members, and, possibly, a special appeal 
which Mr. Peake might make, would render the course p yssible, he 
had always said, and he knew that the feeling was shared by many 
of the directors, if not ‘by all, that they ought not to look only to income 
from these grants. It did not matter in the least if they spent a 
thousand or two more, if necessary, in relieving the really terribl 
cases of distress which were brought to their notice every month. 

Mr. CHartes Gopparp, the late vice-president, also 
thanks. He said he did not think it right for the association 
on heaping up capital, but he felt that the grants should be increased 
If the funds were hoarded, it would be said there was no reason t 
gubscribe whilst the association was rich. In these times of terrib! 


distress, the £20 to £25 usually granted to non-members ought to be | 


almost doubled He hoped that the directors would not hesitate to 
draw upon the capital if the income otherwise was not sufficient 
meet the demands made upon it. 

On the motion of Mr. C. F. Lercuron, who also spoke in favour of 
increasing the grants, the board ot directors was re-elected 

A vote of thanks was passed to the auditors, who were re-elected : 
follows :—Mr. J. S. Chappelow, F.C.A., and Mr. Ernest Goddard 

The CHAIRMAN, in responding to a vote of thanks, gave some 
statistics with regard to the membership of the association in a number 
of large towns. He said that in York 75 per cent., rougnly speaking 
of the solicitors who practised there were members; Bristol had 50 

r cent.; Newcastle, 45 per cent Sheffield, 374 per cent. ; Leeds 

per cent.; London. W per cent. ; Cardiff, 26 per cent.; Birming 
ham, 224 per cent. ; Manchester and Bradford, each 19 per cent., and 
Hull 13 per cent. He hoped that during his year of office he would 
be able to get Yorkshire to do better 


—_—_—_— 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held 
at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 11th inst., Mr. A 
Copson Peake in the chair, the other directors present being 
C. E. Barry (Bristol), W. C. Blandy (Reading), FE. R. Cook 
Curtis, T. Dixon (Chelmsford), W. E Gillett, C. Goddard, J 

gory, L. W. North Hickley, E. F. Knapp-Fisher, C. G 
Rm OC. Nesbitt, R. W. Poole, J. F Rowlait, Sir R. S. T 
M. A. Tweedie. £1,040 was distributed in grants to 
deserving cases, twenty-one new members wece admitted, and other 
general business transacted. 


United Law Society. 

A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on Monday 
15th December, 1919, (Mr. R. W. Turnbull in the chair. 

Mr. Sydney Ashley moved ‘* That this House is of opinion that 
the time has arrived when the power to strike should ‘be limited by 
Act of Parliament.”” Mr. G. W. Fisher opposed. There also spok« 
Messrs. Neville Tebbutt and 8S. E. Redfern. Mr. Ashley having replied, 
the motion was put to the House and carried by three votes 

The next meeting of the Society will be held on Monday, 5th January, 
1920, at the Middle Temple Common Room, and visitors are inv ted 
Members are reminded that early application for tickets for the annual 
dinner of the society is desirable. 





Reviews. 
Charter Parties and Bills of Lading. 


Toe Contract oF AFFREIGHTMENT AS Expressep IN CHARTER 
PaRTIES AND Brits or Lapinc. By Sir Tuomas E. Scrurron, 
Lord Justice of Appeal. Ninth Edition. By Sir T. E Scrurroy 
and F, D. MacKinnon, M.A., K.C 
It is scarcely necessary to do more than call attention to the fact 

that a new edition of this well established work has been published. 

The eighth edition appeared in 1917, and it was exhausted with an 
embarrassing rapidity.” The text has been revised and some fifty 

new cases have been noted. The progress of commercial law is very 

marked in recent years. In this work all obsolete matter has been 
ruthlessly scrapped, and readers may confidently assume that the 
text is in accordance with the most modern commercial practice. 

The table of cases runs to more than fifty pages. An error which 

persisted all through previous editions is noted in the preface. 


Books of the Week. 


Com panies.—Private Companies: Their Formation and 
Advantages. By Sir Francis Beavront Pater, Barrister-at 





THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 


FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 

due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. 
DAVID M. LINLEY, Manager. 


Law Thirty-second Edition By Atrrep F. ToruamM, LL.M., 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 1s. 


Peace Treaty.—The Business Man’s Guide to the Peace 


Treaty, with the Text of the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, and the 


Relevant Parts of the Treaty. By H. FLetcner Mov ton, 


Barrister-at-Law. George Allen & Unwin (Limited), 3s. 6d. net, 
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tioned above must be sold by weight. The rates per l|b., however, 
remain unaltered. It is understooi that the limit of weight was put 
at 6 lb. in order to conserve poultry feeding stuffs; this is not now 
considered so urgent a matter as when the order was made. 

While the magistrates at Halstead were dealing with an application 
by the owner of a house to obtain possession of it for his use, it was 
suggested that the two families might have half the house each. The 
agent for the applicant said it had been held that if a person was 
offered half a house that is sufficient to comply with the requirements 
of the Act. The Bench granted the applicataon 

Mr. Adamson, M.P., and Mr. Spoor, M.P., had an with 
Major-General Sir Wyndham Childs, Director of Pe-sonal Service, at 
the War Office in connection with the Labour demand that the Govern 
» general amnesty to military prisoners 


interview 


ment should give : 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





ee 


Date. EMERGENCY APPkAL COURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. o. 1, Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday Dec. &% Mr, Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Jolly 
Tuesday ...... 7 Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.(), Mr. Justice 
; ASTBURY. PETERSON, LAWRENCE. RUSSELL, 

Menday Dec. 22 Mr. Charch Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... ba Farmer laach Goldschmidt Chureh 

The Christmas Vacation will commence on Wednesday, the 24th day of December 
191¥, and terminate on Tuesday, the 6th dgy of January, 192), inclusive, 

. . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LAMITED IN CHANCLRT 
London Gazette Fripay, Dec. 12 

BeitisH aXNp AtsTeatasian Insurance Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or 

hefore Feb. 7, to eend their names aml addresses, and the particulars of 

their debts or claims, to Stanicy Hutchinson, 4, Broud Street-p!., liquidator. 
New Betenton (ice, Lro.—Oreditors are required, on or before Jan. 24, to send | 

their names and addresses, and the particulars their debts or claims, to 

Richard Owen Williame, 21, Water-st., Liverpool, liquidator 
Bevoat lnon ano Steet Co., Ltp. 4 reditors are required, on or before Jan, B, 

to send fleir names and addresses, and the partiowlars of their debts or claians 


\ ictoria-«t We liquidator 


Creditors 


Ratter, 17 stmineter 


Arrmican Instance Corporation 


to Charles Edwin 


L.tp re required 


BRITISH AND SovTu 


on or before Feb. 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of 
their debts or claims, to Henry Morgan, 17, Eldonet., liquidator 
NORTHERN AND Mevirennangan Lintis, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan. 31, to send their names ond addresses, and the particulars of their claims 
to } r. Grainger, 3, Dack-chmbrs Dock Cardiff, liquidator 
London Garette Teurspa Dex 16 
Hom & Birso Ltp.--Oreditore are required, on or before Ja > ft 1 tin 
names and addresses, and th mrticulars of their debts or hee ts James 
Wateon, Devonshire-bldgs., Devi nshire-et Carlile liquidator 
Ho. Macnixe Co Lrp.—Crediter ire required, on r vfore Jan. 16 my 
their nomes and addresses, and the particulars {f their debts r« ne, t 
Colin M. Skinner, 7, Norfolk +t Vanchester. lia ator 
Bates, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on r Juan. 15, to send their names 
and addresecs, and the particulars of their deb r claims, to Chas. W. Silver 
sides, 16, Great Jamesst., Bedford-row liqnidator 
'e ° ° 
Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Garette.-Fripay, Dec. 13, 
\utomuat Lawdis Cs Ltd Mersey Mill, Ltd. 
New Brighton Club, Ltd Lewie & Henson, Ltd 
British end Australasian Ineurance Iidokanm Oil Syndicate, Ltd 
o., LAd South Wales Co-operative Basket 
British and South African = Instranc Making Association, Ltd. 
Corporation, Ltd West lark Picture Palace (Hu! 
Raven Mill, Ltd Ltd. 
King’s Norton Rifle Clu Ltd john Stephene, Son & Co., Ltd 
Kaghish Bros., Ltd Westhoughton Skating Rin, Co., Ltd 
Chundersiey, Hadleiwh and District Hope & Bendle, Ltd. 
Motors, dAd Boa Machine Co., Ltd 
Yates (Castleton), Ltd 1. B. & J. Atherton, Ltd 
Mure Shipping Co., Ltd North Brazilian Sugar Factories, Ltd 
john Thornewill & Son, td 
London ¢ le Irespay, Dee. 16 
Regal Films, Ltd Temple Shipping Co., Ltd 
Kemball, Biehap & Co., Ltd Blackpool Water Ohute, Ltd 
William's Coneorete Structures, Ltd Harborough Hotel, Ltd 
Hutton Park, Ltd T. Seott & Co. (Cardiff), Ltd 


furnbull Bros. Shipping Co., Ltd 
Robin & De Trey Co., Ltd. 
Fryston Collieries Workmen's Motor Sritish Super Filme, Ltd. 

Go., Ltd. i.. C. A. Syndicate, Ltd. 
Normal Mill Co., Ltd Stubbs Publishing Co., Ltd. 
Trindad Oilfields, Lad. Grays Obemical Works, Ltd 
Port Arthur (Ontario) 


Chamberiaine Building Co., Ltd 


William Foden, Ltd 


Buiklings, Ltd 











— ee 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cia. 


London Gazette.—Trrspar, Dec. 9 
Atcock, Samvet, Brackley, Northampton, Builder. Jan. 7 Hearn & Hearn, 
Buckingham. 
Bereetey, James Witttam, Cheltenham. Jan. 24. Ticehurst, McIiqnham & Wyatt, 


Cheltenham. 


Bowen, comm, Upper Norwood, Builder. Jan. 27. Lord & Gunn, 64, Basing 
ll -et. 

Crtrrorp, Samret, Nottingham, Furniture Dealer. Jan. 3. Burton & Briges 
: Nottingham. 

Corrts, Litian Mary Oxrvia Pixe, Southwark. Jan. 9. Fitzhugh, Woolley, Baines 
: & Woolley, Brighton. 

Cottins, Faynt Wairemarr, Harpenden. Jan. 3. Chas. 8S. Tuckey, Harpenden. 

Cottinesourns, Lavra Etizaseta, Leamington. Jan. 9. Weekes & Simmons, Bir 
: mingham. 

Cusirr, Attcia Matitpa, Bournemouth. Jan. 9. Fitchugh, Woolley, Baines & 


Woolley, Brighton. 
Drxox, Josers, Birkenshaw 
Doraves, Jos, Bury. Jan. 19. 
ELLis, SaRan Jenner, St. Leonards on-Sea. 

on-Sea. 

Etta, Atrreep Newsam, Cathcart, Cape Province of South Africa. 

Abrahams, Sons & Co., 5, Tokenhouse-yd. 


Jan. 10. Robt. E. Weatherhead, Bredford. 
Smith & Smith, Burnley. 


Jena. 6. Bernard Ellis, St. Leonards 


Jan. 19. Michael 


Evans, Maroaret, Liverpool. Jan. 8. Rutherfords, Liverpool. 

Fetupen, ANNE Marta, Leasinghem, Lincoln. Jan. 19. Peake, Snow & Son 
Sleaford. 

Giss, ANNt, Weston-super-Mare. Dec, 31. Grey & Co., Weston-auper-Mare. 

Hawkswortu, Grorcr, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan. 31. Granger & Neild, 


seas. 
SamMvet Corrine ATHANAsItsS, 
Greenwich. 


Hars, Lewisham. Jan. 31 H. B. Sewell & Son 


Heavixe, Witttam James Evstace, Bourne Estate. Jan. 12. Pearce & Nicholls, 12, 
New-ct., Lincoln's inn. 
Hicoiss, Maroarer Jane, Buxted, Sussex. Jan. 20. Dawson & Hart, Uckfield 


Dowgate-hill. 


Hoee, Harrirr Any, Chelsea. Jan. 31. Minet, May & Co., 5, 
Jan. 1. Chas. H. J 


[venam, Joux Witttam Foster, Harrogate, Wood Merchant. 
Mareden, Bradford. 
Hirst & Smeiles, Huddersfield. 


Jackson, Grorer, Huddersfield. Jan. 5. 


JemmyN, Rosert, Ashton-under-Lyne, Cab Driver. Jan. 12. Reg. Whitwort) 
Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Ketr, ArtHvrR, Norwich, House Furnisher. Jan. 16. Leathes, Prior & Son 
Norwich. 

Luar, ae Brapecry, Ramsgate. Jan. 10. Huntington & Leaf, 65 London 
wall. 

Maro, Jouxn Hewxry, South Wimble,jon, Licensed Victualler. Jan. 9. Walter 


John-st., Bedford-row. 


Maskell & Co., 7, 
Jan. 2. C. 


Morratt, Ricnarp James, Ilkeston, Derby. 
Lincoln's inn-fields 

Moreton, Captain the Hon. Rervotps, R.N., Bishopstoke, Hampshire. Jan. 31. 
Minet, Mey & Co., Dowgate-hill. 

Norta, Emtty, Huddersfield. Jan. 5. 

Onmerop, Witttam, Brighouse, Yorks. 


R. Sawyer & Withall, 24, 


Hirst & Smailes, Huddersfield. 
Jan. 5. Hirst & Smailes, Huddersfield. 


Pearce, Wiitttam Geores, Portishead, Somerset. Jan. 31. A. Ernest Habgoodj 
Bristol. 
Poors, Lixpa Many Hauitroxs, Hammersmith. Jan. 31. G. D. Freeman & Son, 2 


Bedford-row. 


Ratnmore, Right Honourable Davin Rosert Presser, Baron, Wimbledon. Jan. 10. 
Fladgate & Co., 18 and 19, Pall-mall. 

Rostnson, Jons Gorors, Cragdale, Settle, Yorks. Jean. 2%. J. C. M. Jacobs 
Liverpool. 

Rowises, Evetysy Jenxins Mawty, Freetown, Sierra Leone. Dec. 31. Bischoff.. 


Coxe, Bischoff & Thompson, 4, Gt. Winchester-st. 
Suresam, SvsaNnam Barratt, St. Leonar,e-on-Sea. Jan. 10. Scott & Cooper, Hull. 
Sire, Mary ANN, Perry Barr, Birmingham. Jan. 15. A. A. Ellis, Birmingham. 
31. Evershed & Tomkinson, Birminghem. 


Sreet, Eleanor, Worthing. dan. 

Svurrox, Fraxcts, Norwich, Analytica, Chemist. Jan. 9. Herbert Goodchild 
Norwich 

Srxes, Lewts Herver, Holmfirth, Yorks., Farmer. Jan. 5. Hirst & Smeiles 
Huddersfield 

Tuomas, Sornta, Sheffield. Jan. 31. Rodgers & Cé., Sheffield. 

Vatxs, Jos, Darley Dale, Derby, Stone Merchant. Dec, 31. Heny & Henr 


Matlock. 


Vytr. Atsert, Buckingham, Draper. Jan. 7. Hearn & Hearn, Buckingham. 

Ware. Evrzasera, Swanage. Jan. 5. J. R. Slade, Swanage, Dorset. 

Warrier, Marr Jaxer, Cheltenham. Jan. 17. Ticehurst, MeIiquham & Wrett, 
Cheltenham 

Writs, Joun Exias, Old Charlton, Kent, Outfitter. Jan. 4. Whale & Wates 
Woolwich. 

Woop, Mary, Huddersfield. Jan. 5. Hirst & Smailes, Huddersfield 


London Gazette.—-FRipar, Dec. 12. J 

Apsare, Boatry Cowra Asarv, Ashanti, Gold Coast Colony. Jan. 14. Lawrence 
Jones & Co., 4, St. Mary-axe. 
Asnrox, Henny James, Chelmsford. 
Barnnitt, Wiit1aM, Bory. Jan. 2. 
Baxer, Friscita, Willenhall, Staffe. 


Jan. BW. Gepp & Sons, Chelmeford. 
Saml. Woodcock & Sons, Bury. 
Jan. 18. Geo. F. Baker, Willenhall. 


Barker, Witt1am Henry, Hurst, Aehton-wnder-Lyne, Accountant. Jan. 9 
Frederick Hamer, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Bent, James, Leigh, Lance, Overlooker. Jan. 23. Thomas R. Dootson, Leigh 

Bere~sters, Estuer, South Kensington. Jan. 19. M. A. Jacobs, 73 and 76 
Jermyn-st., St. James's. P 

Braxp, THoMas Rvsset1, Lechotwood, Salop. Jan. 21. Lee & Gardner, Whit- 
church, Salop. 

Birru, Isapetta Janet, West Croydon. Jan. 12 Kingebury & Turner, 369 and 571, 
Brixton-rd. 

BiacksurN, Groner, Alderley Edge, Chester, Merchant. Jan. 28. Minor & 
Manchester. 

Rovertox, Bexzamtx, Tunstall, Staffs. Jan. 8. Edward Hollinshead, Tunetsl!, 
Staffs. 

BRroveston, James, Liscard, Cheshire, Marine Surveyor. Jan. W. Peacak. 


Gregory & Son, Liverpool. , : 
BRowy, Groros, Brighton. Jan. 10. Thomas Eggur & Co., Brighton. 


Beaprorp, Srcrerr, Kingeton-on-Thames. Dec. ®. Doyle, Devonshire & Co., 28, 
Bedford-row. 

Brown, James Artavr, Bury, Tailor 

Berisox, Samvet, Middlesbrough, Tailor 
brongh 


Jan. 2%. Saml. Woodeock & Sons, Barr. 
Jon. 10. H. & J. P. Watson, Middles« 
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Canresten, Harar ae, Westbury-opon-Trym. Feb. i. Meade-King, Cooke | Weegee. Witus, York, Shopkeeper. Jan. 11. J. T. Ware & Wilberforce, 
ork. 


& Co., Bristo’ 

Cianx, Frances ioe Axxt, Wellingborough. Dec 2. Burnham, Son & Lewin, 
Welli Mingborough. 

Cocnton, Sanam, Upper Clapton. Jan. 31. G. Hotghton & Son, &, Fimsbury 
pavement. 

Covntwer, Caanites Henry Parx, Horsham, Farmer. Jan. 3!. Charles Warner & 
Richardson, Winchester 

=a ANN, Weet Kirby, Oheshire. Jan. &. Wookott & Co, West Kirby, 

*heshire. 


€pwanns, Apetatpe Sanan, Matfield Green, Kent. Jan. 9. A. H. Bailey & Co., | 


Tonbridge. 

Fow.n, Marr, 
Cheapside. 

Fox, Saram Susan, Norwich. Jan. 12. Herbert Goodchild, Norwioh. 

Genarp, Hon. Rossrt Josern, Wigan. Jan. 17. Meynell & Pemberton, 3, Ok 
Queen-st., Westminster. 

Gives, Rev. Anprew, M.A.. Wimbledon. Jen. 27. OC. A. Piper & Smith, 13 
Vincent-sq., Westminster. 

Gratxoe, Epucep, Brixton. Jan. 10. Kingsbury & Turner 
r 


igh Barnet. Jan. 10. Beard & Sons, 3, 4 and 5, Queen-st 


369 and 371, Brixton. 

Hacaetr, Mary, Cardiff. Jan. 10. Geo. David & Co., Cardiff 

Haskins. Lovisa, Clevedon, Somerset Deo. JI Stanley, Wasbrough & C 
Bristol. 

Hangisoy, Freperice Epwarp, Buenos Aires, Argentina, Merchant. Jan. 10 
Ohas. Sawhbridge & Son, 68, Aldermanbury 

HarTHornrewatte, Roserr, Oshaldeston, Lancs. Feb. 1. Baldwin, Weeks & Bald 
win, Clitheroe. 

Harnerr, Frayx Gaxxty, Paignton, Devon, Political Agent. Jan 
Usher & Co., Fortugal Street-bldgs., Lincoln's Inn 

Hammonp, Cuartes Wiittam, Worthing, Estate Agente" Manage: 
R. W. H. Green, Worthing. 

Hlopesox, Matitpa Carri, Bredfield. Jan. 24. E. H. Galeworthry, 12, Old Jowr 
cha mbers 

Josts, Jane, St. John’s, Worcester. Jan. 24. Garrard & Anthony, Worcester 

Kest, Cectt Green, Streatham. Jan. 16. Royds, Rawstorne & Co., 46, Bedford s 

Mir, Epwarp Le, Tonbridge. Jan. 9. A. H. Bailey & ¢ Tonbrider 

Marnti~, Jane Isaperta, Ravensbourne-park, Lewishan Jan. Ws. Risir 

venscroft, 9%, Cannon-st 

Manss, Ettzasets, Cambridge. Jun. 16. Sterndale Burrows, Cambridge 

Miss, Berxanp, Herne Hill. Jan. 15. Wedlake, Tetts & Birds, 1, Serjeant 
inn, Temple. 

Morytrorp, Tuomas, Cheddieton, Staffs, Farmer. Jan. 12. W. M. Hunthact 
Hanley, Stoke-on-Trent 

Meutns, Anturre Ratrsow, Lincoln's Inn-fields. Jan. 10. Chas. Sawbridge 
Son, ®, Aldermanbury 

Nerrau, Wittam, Welshampton, Selop. Jan. 14. Minor & Co. Manchester 

Prexs, Cmartes, Willenhall, Staffs, Licensed Victualler Jan. 18. Ge F. Baker, 
Willenhall 

Puxkx, Entire Hareierr Evizaseta, Stoke Newington. March 1. Janson, Cobb 
Pearson & Co., @, Colleve-hill, Cannon-st 

Prem, Lavra, Lancasterwate. Hyde Park Jan. 10. Withers & Co., Howard 
House, 4, Arundel-st., Strand 

Rasgts, Grrunir, M.D., F.RC.P., 9, Harley-st. Jan. 8. Bird & Bird 
Inn-sq 

Rix, Taomas Lincoutx, Foltwell, Norfolk: Feb. 2. W. H. Tillett & Co., Norwicl 

Rosorrom, Eurex, Broadway, Glos Dec. 30. Smith & Roberts, Evesham 


5, Gray's 


Rorrr, Enwin Ttrxuam, Beckford, Glos. Jan. 31. Ruseell & Sons, 59, Cole- | 


man-st. 

Satmovp, Exrzasere, Bradford. Dec. 3. Farrar, Stead, Walker & Cookeroit 
Bradford 

Stursox, Atyrep Ernnatm, Gillingham, Kent Jan. 9 A. H. Bailey & Oo., 
Tonbridge 

Surry, Many, Alton, Staffs. Jan. 3. Wilkins, Son & Thompson, Uttoxeter 

Squirn, Jossrrm Exxest, Stanford-le-Hape, Essex, Corn Merchant. Jen. &%. Kerly, 
Sone & Karuth, 10 and 11, Austin-friars 

Stovix, Canotine, Hyde Park. Jan. 31. Merriman, White & Thompson, 3, Kinc’s 
Bench-walk, Temple. 

Tompson, Cuantrs Evstact, Camerton, Somerset, Architect. Jan. & G. Bush & 
Bush, Bristol. 

Umer, Jogxn Caaries, Southward-st.. Chemist. Jan. 24. W. J. Homewood, 10, 
Old Jewry-chmbrs. 

Vrexrooor, Jesstr Martay, Purley. Dec. 22. Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 

Westaway, Joux, Bottersea. Jan. 19 Taylor, Willeoeks & Co.. 260, Lavender 
hill. 


Wartinonam, Jesse, Leeds. Jan. ®. Craven & Clegg, Leeds. 

WHENDAT, AntacrR Epwarp, Tonbridge, Corn Merchant. Jan. 9. A. H. Bailey 
&c Tonbridg« 

Wartsrrap, Henny, Bedford. Jan. 17. Halliley & Morrison, Bedford 

Witsox, James, Reigat Master Mariner. Feb. 28. Morrisons & Nightingale, 
Reigate, Surrey 

WILLS, CATHERINE Watson, »OU rE Jan Chas. Sawbridge A Son, @, 
Aldermanbury 

WILLtaMs, Frepericx, Bromley Ren rilder Yerdon A Corfield, 3 
OM Burlington-st 

Weitenr, Crrait Haworrn, Blakesk rt herr t Jan. 3. Turnbull & Sons, 
Searborough 

Wootstoxs, James Hawrmors Pensance Ja 10. J. Vivien The 


I enzaace 


Jon Gazette Tresmy. Dex 16 
Last Dar or Ctatu 


\NDrrsow, ELrzasera Clapham-rd. Jan. 5 se Ade & Hocking, 71 
Great Ruesel!-«t 

ANDERSON, Mary ANNe Leonarp, Hartlepox ar H. Smith, West 
Hartlepool 

Binks Mary ANN, Cleckheat ‘ mitage es & Hincholiffe, 


Huddersfield 


Buake, Watter, Brightor t 1 tewert ¢ on } and 4, Lincoln's Ino 
fields 

BOARDMAN, WItttam Hroe Walter Ellison, Glossop 

Brows, Crim. Plaistow. Jan. 2%. Beaumon n & Rigden, 33. Ghancery lene 

Cave, Mattrnpa, Old South Lambeth-rd : ” lor, Willeocke & Co., 340, 
Lavender-hill 

Carirretp, Enwarp, Weet Kensincton Dizon & (o., Manchester 

CAMPTOS Carotrse Jane, St. Leonard 1. 3. Meadows, Thorpa & 

wr st Leonards-on-Sea 
Cusasg. Grorart Ernest, Bromiley, Kent 
Iane 


Walker, 7, Quality+t., 

Chancer 

CtyMeNts, Emtty, Liandudno. Dew Liendudno 

Coswir, Frroerice, Redna near rn lan ! 1 W. Simeon, 
Bir rhar 

‘owns, Wrrttaw Gonowrw. St. Joho «! r \ Jan. Sl. Per 

Sons, Bristol 

Drssororan LATRENCY Verxow Balt |’ [bow l Dawes & Sons, 9, 
Bir jane 

DowLixe Many Joseramsr. Tunbrid Well Tan 1 Worthington Evane 
Dauney & Co., Suffolk House, Laurence Pountney-hil 

Drer, Jom~ Caaries, Weet Hartlepool. Jan. 30. Jas. H. Smith, West Hartlepoml 

Drer, Many ASN, West Hartlepool. Jan. 3 Jaa H. Smith, West Hartlepool 

Grissox, Jons Wiitraw Winsford, Cheshire. Raker Jan. 16. Hollend, Holland 
& Prout, Winsford, Cheshire 

Graves, Grorotaxa, Northamptor Dew il. Howes 
anmypton 

Harars, Jonw Frenericx, Hanwell, Pawn \ Jan. 12 Attenhoroughs, 15 and 
16, Thavies-inn 

Wau Awse, Bournemeth. Jaz 19 4 Woollew & Bevis, Rrighton 

Hien, Marr Axes, Peokham Rve Jan. 2 Tames B. Lander, Upper Halloway 

Horxtys, Jonw~ Trowas Wirners, Sw pton Jan. Hallett & Martin, 
Southampton 

Jackson, Witttam Otrver, Stony tford, Bucke, Irinter. Jan. 15. O. H 
Swann, Heathfield, Suesex 

Moroax, Richanp Tomas, Chester 
Ohester 

Moris, Racwart Amy, Cheltenham. Jon Haddock & Pricer 

Nortos, Jamrs, Barking, Grocer J 1 Mullie A Peake, Romford 


Percival & Elian, North 


Fe 1. Morgan & Huch Dutton, 


CheHenham 


} Pascor, Ettexy, Camborne, Cornwall Jan. @ Arthur H. Thomas. Camborne 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is verv essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pre- 


| perty is a very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
y 


suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITSD). 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise thome desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs. furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 


speciality.—{ Apvt.] ‘ 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Ltp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, 


PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY | POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householdes. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHO KEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Prew ium. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information write: 


SPECIALISTS 
Suitable Clauses 








IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
Licensed Property settled by Counse., will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Peacock, Jonw Lepptxoron, Southery, Norfolk. Jan. @. Archer & Aroher, Ely, Wares, Phsmre ‘imum, 


Cambs 2, Bond-ct., Walbrook 


Powrs, Col. Henny Lirrierow, Fareham, Hants. Feb. 7. Frere, Cholmeley & Co.,| Waarr, Wititam, Bristol. 
sincoln's 
Scott, Jonn, Contham, Yorke 
{iddlesb rough 

Serie, [sanetta, § 
Suira, Hevny Jon " J 

Southampton 

a : ' ! Mr. E. J. Eowarp, 


Swaltow Cheor 


lersfield 


Detroit, “Michigan, US.A. Jan. SI. Linklater & On, 


Jan. 15. Veale, Ford & Co., Bristol 


Inn-flelde VILtIAMs, Sazaw, Kingelend, Hereford. Jan. 10. H. Easton, Leominster. 


LL.B., of 11 Great St. Helens, E.C. 3, having 


ees — weighs ee u ceeded to the practice of H. J. & T. Child, 2, Paul’s Bakehouse-court, 


Terr jocrrn Hes bourne idridge &/| FE 4. in Mav last, has now completely amalgamated that practice with 


BK r r i . 
t in, 2 j Ae his own. As from 1st 


January, 1920, the office at 2, Paul’s Bakehous> 


THorsTox, Tom ' Craven, Ene ‘ - , a 
urt will be closed and both practices will be carried on together, undeg 


Sor ll, G - nn-@y 


Turm, Saran, Wintor sournet ath In ‘ : Edware nsor a mp Me a vile of “ Edward & Childs,’’ at 11, Great St. Helens, Bishopsgate, 


TURNER Tmomas, W 


ohester 


Birming 


Bankruptcy Notices. | "iv ‘ret! Nor 18! ond, Deo. ae 


Gazett Cvespar, | 


RECEIVING ORDERS 
Lawsow, Atrarp, I < FIRST MEI 
Pet. Dec. 5 I 5 Rextow. Franx Biyrrecy, Mine 
Pretmee, Racer. Bur Lar ate r r 2 at 12 Ran krumtev-bldge 
Pet. Oct. If . Grasox, Percevat, Beaufort-mnsne 
Rosson Epwarp ’ . or mer t 1 menhventar ties. Cad 
Pray r. Middles! : . Haww, Ataert Percy, St. James's irk. Dee 
Dec. 5 , : Bar pte dgs., Carey-st 
BrrocKkorr ro t : 
Ord. Dec. 4 


list. Deo 


23 at 


Ciartow, James SHrrnarr, 
' 19 at 


WILLtams 


SEA 
F rv 
GeRsHovitcH 
ot Sent 
Green THOMAS, ri mo ine lool Maker 
1 


Lew! hes . ' gh Court 


sirn ' 
Hann ALBERT 
Pet. Nov. 7 
fastam, ARTH 
Pet Nov 
» LAMPSON Sir 
(TIONS Hich ( 
Headingley ls Lanapvon, Jonny, Cardin? 
Pet. De 8 Ord 
feRRILis WILLTam 
Hornenetl Pet 
ARTHUR 
rt} ‘ 95 Pet thet 1S 
LFReD t er ". t ees ssson, WILLIAM 
Ord. Dee 


yu rt 


r 


Rosivsonw, (wm 
( rt Pet ‘ otice . 
Rosson Epv ? ' mer } London Gasette of 
T VV ler ddlesbr Fe . yonr " Amy Vrrvow Ire 
The . ley 9 Ord. Nov. & 
ROTHENSERG Srra . Pi : . 
Merchant Hig , 27 rd ond n Gazette TUFSDAY, 
Sanpers, Reaiwatp \ TER ' ' r ' | . > 
Hich Court. P ’ ) P RECEIVING OI 
WoOLSTENnOULME. Jawes “1 } , | w, Henny. Uxbridge, Muaition Worker. Windeor 
Sent M q " . | ‘ Nov »? Ord 11 
F REDPRICK HAR Cirencester, Horse 
Amended N tit 1 ! n + Ih t Swine et. I ll. Ord. Dee. 11 
don GRaves Major ARNOLD, Cranwell Sleaford High 
Freee. Kerra K ‘ 708 . hon Court. Pet. Nov. 6 Ord. Deo. 10. 
H ( rt rot . , Mippteron, Thomas Evueray. Ambleside, Weetmorland, | 
| F rinte Kenda Pet. Deo. 13. Ord. Dec. 13 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND REC} ; | Mogronp, Jonn, Aberdare, Licensed Victualler. Aber- 
~. — dare Pet. Dee. 12. Ord. Dee. 12 
R RESCINDED Newman, Isatan Atrrep, Kilburn, General Merchant 
Marsmat LOLAN t ) HW } ’ H Court Pet. Deo. 13. Ord. Dec. 13 
Mn t Rasrvovitz, Meron Yerim, Manchester, General Mer 
chant Manchester. Pet. Nov. 11. Ord. Dec. ll 
Taromty. Meret. Ermer, Gravesend, Kent Rochester 
Fripar, Deo 9 Pet. Nov. 21. Ord. Deo. 15 
RECEIVING ORDERS Tuomrson, F. W Misterton, Notts, Farmer. Horn 
4 tle Pet. Nov. Ord. Dee. 10 
Benton, Fravx Barrretp, Minaing-lane, Sol ) rh | Woon eR heffield, Grocer. Gheffield. Pet. Deo. 
Court. Pet. Oct. 8 Ord. Dec. 9 l re eo. ll 
Cooke Anracor Henry Roserr Reresrorp l 
Swindon. Pet. Nov. 24. Ord. Deo, 10 FIRST MEETINGS 
Forsnaw. Grone Woo v 
Freston and C wh rk * ~~. 9. Ord. Deo, 9 
Gissos, Pencevar ife 1 nei, Journ t H 
Court Pet. N l. Dee. 10 
Greens, THomas, Birmingham, Encineer'e 
Birming bam Pet. Dee. 10. Ord dene 
Hann, Ataent Percy, St. James's Park 


Cove. Jonw H., Whalley Range, Manchester. Deo. 3 
1t 2.90. OF. Ree Bvyrom-st Manahester 
Graves, Major Arvoup, Cranwell, Sleaford. Dec. 30 at 
l Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Hut Joux, Ramebottom, Stock and Share Broker 
Dec. 2 at 3. Off. Rec.. Byrom-st., Manchester 
Bot. Nov. 7., Ord. Des. 2 lores. Hora (stow Headingley, Caterer. Deo. 23 at 
Lanepon, Joun, Cardinham, Cornwall. F nap 4 . 10.30. Off. Reo., 24, Bond-st., Leeds 
and Falmouth Pet. Dec. & Ord. Deo. & {ERRILLS WiteLtam Atsert, Gainsborough, Draper 
MrRRILts Wittttam Atserr, Gainsboroug) Draper 12. Off. Re« 10, Bark-st., Lincoln 
Harneastlie and Lincoln Pet. Dee. 8 Ord. De g \ “tevr. Hove, Solicitor. Dee. 3 at 2.30. Off 
Nettson, J. L Willesden. High Court. Pet. Oct », 12a, Marlborough-pl., Brighton 
7. Ord. De Moororp, Joun, Aberdare, Licensed Victualler. Deo 
Tarion, James 8., Bishop's Stortford. Herts. Hertford 23 at 11.90. Off. Reo., St. Katherine’s-chmbrs., St 
Pet. Nov. 6. Ord. Deo. 9 Catherine-st., Pontypridd 
Tuomasson, Witt1am, Bolton, Grocer. Bolton Pet Newman, Isatam Atrrep, Kilburn, General Merchant. 
Deo. 10. Ord. Dec. 10 Deo. 30 at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Oarey-st 


THeomtp, Mcniet Ernrt, Gravesend, Kent. Deo. §& 
at 11.15. Off. Rec., Ba, Hich-«t., Rochester 
Tuomeson, Francts Writtiam, Misterton, Notts, Farmer, 
Deo. 31 at 12. Off. Reo., 10, Bank-et., Lincoln 
Wattoy, Ernest W., Lightcliffle, Yorks, Wool Men 

chant. Dec. 2 at 11 Off. Rec., 12, Duke-et., Brad 
ford 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Deo. 12 
Gissos, Pencevat, Beaufort-mnsne., Journalist. Deg 
23 at 12.30. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st. 


ADJUDICATIONS 
Buackweit, Frepertox Caarirs, Cirencester, Glou- 
cester, Horse Dealer. Swindon Pet. Dee. 11. 
Ord Dee. 11 
Jones, Horace Aston, Headingley, Oaterer Leeda. 
Fet. Oct. B. Ord. Deo. 9. 
Lockwoow, Epira, Highgate. High Court. Pet. Def 
17. Ord. Dee. 13 
Mrpptetos, THowsas Etteray, Westmorland, Printeg, 
Kendal. Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Deo. 13 
Vocrorp, Jouxn Aberdare. Glam Licensed Victualler, 
Aberdare. Pet. Deo. 12. Ord. Deo. 12 
Newman, Tsatan Atrrep, Kilburn. General Merchant, 
Hich Court. Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Deo. 13 
fatrrsow, Writtaw Azax, Dartmouth Bookseller. High 
Court. Pet. Oct. 6. Ord. Dec. 1 
Picex, Eprrm, Fastbourne. Eastbourne. Pet. Nov. % 
Ord. Dee. 12 
Samvets, James. Liverpool, Hosier Liverpool. Pet, 
Oct. 17. Ord. Dee. 12. 
Tartor. James Switn. Bishanm’s Stortford, Herts. Hert 
ford. Pet. Nov. 6. Ord. Deo. 9 
Watrow. Ervest W.. Lichteliffe. Yorks. Wool Merchant 
Bradford Pet. Nov. @. Ord. Tee. 11 
Woon, Harry. Sheffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet. Deg 
ll. Ord. Dec. 11 
Amended Notice substituted for that puhlished in the 
London Gazette of April 13. 1906 
Repstox, Wrriram Groner Trevor Carverier 
lineton, Yorke. High Court. Pet. J : 
Ord April 9, 1906 
ADTUNMICATIONS ANNULLED 
Curries, Henry, Hove. Brighton. Adjud. Nov. 9, 19tL 
Annul. Deo. 11, 1919 
Wrivper, WitttraM AmBRosr, —_— rd Brad ford, 
Adjud. March 1, 1910. Annul. Dec. 11 1919 
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